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1 INTRODUCTION
1.1 PURPOSE OF THE INITIAL STUDY

This Initial StudMitigated Negative Declaration ("IS/MNDHas been prepared in accordance
with the following:

1 California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) of 1970 (Public Resources Code Sections
21000 et seq.)and

1 California Code of Regulations, Title 14, Division 6, Chapter 3 (State CEQA Guidelines,
Sections 1800 et seq.)

Pursuant to CEQA, tii8MNDhas been prepared to analyze the potential for significant impacts
on the environment resulting from implementation of the proposgdt As required by State
CEQA Guidelines Section 15063, this Initial Sgidypreliminary analysis prepared by the Lead
Agency the City ofRosemeadin consultation with other jurisdictional agencies, to determine if a
Mitigated Negative DeclaratioMND)or an Environmental Impact RegBiRjs required for the
Project

This IS/IMND informsCity of Rosemeadiecisiormakers, affected agencies, and the public of
potentially significant environmental impacts associated with the implementatioRrofeitigA
osignificant effectd or Osignd fdwlaanttantmpalc,t 6o
substantial, adverse change in any of the physical conditions within the area affe&eajdw the
(Guidelines 815382As suchhelS/M N D idtent is to adhere to the following CEQA principles:

1 Provide meaningful early evaluation of site planningt@nss, service and infrastructure
requirements, and other local and regional environmental considerations. (Pub. Res. Code
§21003.1)

1 Encourage the applicant to incorporate environmental considerationdProject
conceptualization, design, and planniag the earliest feasible time. (State CEQA
Guideline15004[b][3])

1 Specify mitigation measures for reasonably foreseeable significant environmental effects
and commitRosemeadand the applicant to future measures containing performance
standards to ensure their adequacy when detailed development plans and applications are
submitted. (State CEQA Guidelig&5126.4)

Existng Plans, Programs, or Polici€®PPs)

Throughout the impact analysis in this Initial Study, reference is nradeitements that are

applied to all development on the basis of fedesgdje, or local law, and Existing Plans, Programs,

or Policies currently in place which effectively reduce environmental impacts. Existing Plans,
Programs, or Policies are collectively identified in this document as PPPs. Where applicable, PPPs
are listed b show their effect in reducing potential environmental impacts. Where the application

of these measures does not reduce an impact to below a level of significdrogeaspecific
mitigation measure is introduced.
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1.2 DOCUMENT ORGANIZATION
This IS/MNDncludes the flowing sections:

Section 1.0 Introduction

Provides information about CEQA and its requirements for environmental review and explains that
an Initial Study/MND was prepared e City ofRosemeado evaluate the proposeBrojecd s
potential b impact the physical environment.

Section 2.CProjectSetting
Provides information about the propostdjecd s | ocat i on.

Section 3.(ProjectDescription

Includes a description of the propostrdjecd s physi cal features land co
characteristicsAlso includes a list of discretionary approvals that would be required by the
proposed Project.

Sectiord.0 Environmental Checklist

Includes the Environmental Checklist and evaluates the prépogadd s pot ent i al t o
significant adverse effects to the physical environment

Section5.0 General References

Includes a list of general reference materials relied on ifSi@ND. Each subtopic in Section 4.0
also contains a more specific list of reference materials relied on in the topical analysis.

Section6.0 Document Preparers and Contributors
Includes thpersons that prepared this IS/MND.
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2 PROJECSETTING

2.1 PROJECOOCATION

The 3.435acre Projectsite is located in the northwest portion of the City of Rosemead at 8601
Mission Drive. The site is located within Section 18, Township 1 South, Ranged 2hgest on

the El Monte, California #rhinute U.S. Geologic Survey (USGS) topographic maps. The regional
location ofthe Projectsite is shown in FigureRegional Location

TheProjectsite consists of three parcealentified by the followingAsses or 6 s Par c el
(APNSs): 538909-029, -030, and-031. TheProjectsite is bounded by Mission Drive to the south,
a vacant parcel and a nursery to the weatd residential uses to the east and north. Regional
access to thBrojectsite is provided bynterstate 10 ¢(L0) and Interstate State Route 19 {BR.

Local access to tirojectsite is provided by Mission Drive and Walnut Grove Avenud? iDiject
vicinity andsurrounding area is shown in Figuredgal Vicinity.

2.2 EXISTINGROJECSITE

TheProjectsite is comprised dhree parcels encompassing approximately 3.4@®ssacres

(3.378 net acres) of land. The site is generally flat with elevations ranging from approximately
357 to 363 feet above mean sea level. TReojectsite is currentlyacant and undeveloped with

some groundcover and onsite improvements. Portions of concrete driveways exist at the west and
south of the site. The perimeters of the site are bound bylatiafencing, masonry block walls,

and plastic fencing. There arealm trees present along the northwest property boundary.
Additionally, overhead power lines exist along the southwest boundary of the site. Existing
conditions of thBrojectite and adjacent usese shown in Figure Berial Vievand Figure 4Site

Phoos

2.3 EXISTING GENERAL PLAN AND ZONING DESIGNATIONS

TheProjectsite has a General Plan land use designation of Low Density Residential and a zoning
designation of R Single Family Residential. The Low Density Residential designation is
characterized by lovdensity residential neighborhoods consisting primarily tatkled single

family dwellings on individual lots. The maximum permitted density within the Low Density
Residential designation is 7.0 dwelling units per acre. Thedring district identifies areas
characterized by singlamily dwellings.

2.4 SURROUNDING LAND USE, GENERAL PLAN AND ZONING DESIGNATIONS

TheProjectsite is located within a developed, urbanized area within the City of Rosemead as
described below:

Table 1: Surrounding Existing Land Use and Zoning Designations

Existing Land Use General Plan Designation Zoning Designation
North Single Family Residences Low Density Residential R1- Sm_gle F_amlly
Residential
. . . . . . R1- Single Family
East Single Family Residences Low Density Residential Residential
Mission Drive followed by : . : R 1- Single Family
South Single Family Residences Low Density Residential Residential
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| West | Open space Public Facilities | O-S-OpenSpace |
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3 PROJECDESCRIPTION

3.1 PROJECOVERVIEW
The proposedProjectwould develop the approximately 3.43&cre Projectsite with 37 twestory

dwelling units. The residential community would include parking, landscaping, common areas, and

associated infrastructure. TRmjectalso requires aproval of a General Plan amendment from
Low Density Residential to Medium Density Residential; a zone changelf@mglR Family
Residential to® Planned Development; and a tentative parcel map. Figu@obceptual Site
Planillustrated theéProjectas proposed.

3.2 PROJECHEATURES

Development Summary

The proposedProjectwould construct 37 twatory dwelling units on ti&37-acre parcel, which
would result in a density of 11 units per acre. The units would range in size frorsquadbfeet
(SH to 2,553 SF and include two different sindggenily dwelling (SFD) plan options and two
different duplex plan option&.ots 1432 would includ®dackyardpatios TheProjectwould include

4 affordable duplex units. Table 2 provides a summary of the proposeétkresl plans.

Table 2: Proposed Residence Plan Options

Square Number of |  Number of
Unit Type Footage Bedrooms Units
SFD Plan 1 2,351 4 14
SFD Plan 2 2,553 4 15
Duplex Plan 1 1,546 3 4
Duplex Plan 2 1,868 4 4
Total 37

Architectural Design
The proposed twstory residences would be designed with traditional architectural elements, multi

level rooflines, and an earth tone color scheme. The residences would incorporate stucco finishes,

stone accents, decorative ceraméstitiled roofs, painted shutters and decorative windows and
doors in the exterior design. The tallest roofline of the proposed residences would be
approximately 28 feet in height. Figwéa-f, Exterior Elevationfiustrates the proposed exterior
elevations.

Recreation and Open Space

TheProjectwould include approximately 17,298 SF of common open space that would be provided
in acentralrecreational area on the site. The central community open space area would include a
fire pit, seating, and an artificial turf area. Each residential unit woaNé a minimum of 390 SF

of private open space.

Lighting

Outdoor lighting included as part of future development orPtlogectsite would be typical of
residential uses and would consist of-wallinted lighting as well as pateounted lights along the
proposed internal roadways. Nighttime lighting would be used as accent/security lighting in the
recreation areas. Allof thRrojecb s out door | ighting would be di

15
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minimize offsite spill. The location of all exterior lightwould comply with lighting standards
established i n t Chapteri7t88).6 s Muni ci pal Code (

Access and Circulation

Access to thBrojectsite would be provided via one 4f@ot-wide driveway on Mission Drive. A
20-foot-wide drive aisle would provide internal circulation throughouPtbjectsite and access
to garages and onsite parking. Pedestrian sidewalks would be installed to citbelaitee and
connect to the existing right of way along Mission Drive.

Parking

TheProjectwvould include a total of 99 automobile parking spaces. Each residential unit includes an
attached, covered 2 car garage (74 spaces). An additional 25 uncoverest garking spaces

and 2 bicycle parking spaces are proposed throughouPtbgcsite.

Landscaping

Landscaping proposed as part of tlrojectwould consist of ornamental trees, shrubs, and
groundcovers throughout the common areas of the developmerdssalong roadways, common
walls, and the recreation areas addition, street trees would be installed along the proposed
sidewalks throughout tHerojectsite. The roadway entrance to tReojectsite would have a
landscaped median and decorative titaping to enhance the entrance to the residential
neighborhood. Figure Tonceptual Landscape PiHustrates the proposed landscaping. The
landscape plan would be consistent with ¢he t Wales Efficient Landscape Requirements
(Chapter 13.08).

Fences and Wallls

TheProjectproposes to construete-foot-high spliface concretemasonry unitQMQ wall along
the perimeter of the site. TReojectalso proposes to construetagdt-high vinyl privacy fencing in
between each residential unit. TPrgjectalso proposes to construetdot-high metal fences on
the east and west sides of tiReojeds entrance. Figure 8Yyall and Fence Plaillustrates the
proposed walls and fences.

Infrastructure Improvements

Water
TheProjectwould install new onsipotable water lines that would connect to existifigah water
lines in Mission Drive.

Sewer
TheProjectwould also construct onsite sewer lines that would connect to the exigtingever
line in Mission Drive.

Drainage

TheProjectwould install new storm drain lines throughout the site. AdditionaRrofaetwould

install catch basins throughd site and an underground detention system in the southern portion
of the site to collect stormwater. Additionally, multiple planter boxes would be installed for further
stormwater infiltration.

16
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3.3 GENERAL PLAN AND ZONING

TheProjectproposes a General Plan amendment to change the land use designation from Low
Density Residential to Medium Density Residential. The Medium Density Residential designation
allows for densities of up to 12 units per acre.

The Projectalso proposes a zonehange from R Single Family Residential teDPPlanned
Development. The-? zone allows for residential, commercial, industrial, and institutional uses
subject to regulations set forth in Section 17.24 of the Municipal Code. A zone changB to a P
zone equiresPlanned Development Review, \ajproval of a PreciseDevelopmenBPan by the
Planning Commission and City Council.

3.4 CONSTRUCTION

Construction activities for tAejectwould occur over two phases lasting approximatélynbnths

and in the followng stages: (1) grading and excavation; (2) site preparation, which includes
clearing any remaining infrastructure, utilities, and trenching for the new utilities and services; (3)
building construction; and (4) landscape installation, paving, and aijplict architectural

coatings. Grading would begin in March 2023 and construction would end in June 2024jddte

would open in October 2024. Construction activities would be limited to the hours between 7:00
a.m. and 8:00 p.m., excluding Sundays aad hi day s, as p uregsirenaents fort o t h
noise control (Chapt8r36)

3.5 DISCRETIONARY APPROVALS AND PERMITS

The following discretionary approsand permits are anticipated from the City of Rosemead to
be necessary for implementation of the megdProject

1 TentativeTractMap

1 Zone Change

1 General Plan Amendment
1

Planned Development Revijapproval of Precise Development Plan

17
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4 ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST

This section includes the completed environmental checklist form. The checklist form is used to assis!
in evaluating the potential environmental impacts of the propBsejct The checkligorm

identifies potentialProjecteffects as follows: 1) Potentially Significant Impact; 2) Less Than
Significantwith Mitigation Incorporatl; 3) Less Than Significant Impact; and, 4) No Impact.
Substantiation and clarification for each checklist respemsovided in Section 5 (Environmental
Evaluation). Included in the discussion for each topic are standard condition/regulations and
mitigation measures, if necessary, that are recommended for implementation as part of the
proposedProject

4.1 ENVIRONMENRL FACTORS POTENTIALLY AFFECTED

The environmental factors checked be{®y would be potentially affected by thi®roject

involving at least one impactthatisL e ss t han Si gni fi cams$indwatedh Mi t i
by the checklist on the following pages.

Environmental Factors Potentially Affected

[ ] | Aesthetics [ ] | Agricultue and ForesResourced [ ] | Air Quality

X | Biological Resources X | Cultural Resources ] | Energy

L] | Geology/Soil¢Paleontological| [ ] | Greenhouse Gas Emissions | [] | Hazards and Hazardous
Materials

[ 1 | Hydrology/Water Quality [ 1| Land Use/Planning [ 1 | Mineral Resources

X | Noise [ 1 | Population/Housing [ ] | Public Services

[] | Recreation [] | Transportation X | Tribal Cultural Resources

[ ] | Utilities/Service Systems [ 1 | Wildfire X | Mandatory Fidings of
Significance

19



E | P | D soLuTiaNs, INC.

Mission Villas Residentfabject
Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration

4.2 DETERMINATION
(To be completed by the Lead Agenog)the basis of this initial evaluation

0

| find that the propose@rojectCOULD NOT have a significant effect on the environment, and
a NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.

X

| find that although the proposétojectcould have a significant effect on the environment,
there will not be a significant effect in this case because revision®nojinethave been

made byor agreed to by theProjectproponent. A MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION
will be prepared.

| find that the propose@rojectMAY have a significant effect on the environment, and an
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required.

| find that the propose@rojectMAY have a "potentially significant impact” or "potentially
significant unless mitigated" impact on the environment, but at least one effect 1) has been
adequately analyzed in an earlier documegnirsuant to applicable legal standards, and 2) has
been addressed by mitigation measures based on the earlier analysis as described on attached
sheets. An ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required, but it must analyze only the
effects that remain to be addssed.

| find that although the proposéttojectcould have a significant effect on the environment,
because all potentially significant effects (a) have been analyzed adeguateh earlier EIR

or NEGATIVE DECLARATION pursuant to applicable standards, and (b) have been avoided
or mitigated pursuant to that earlier EIR or NEGATIVE DECLARATION, including revisions
or mitigation measures that are imposed upon the propgesgdct nothing further is required

Signature Date

City of Rosemead

Printed Name For

EVALUATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS

1)

2)

3)

A brief explanation is required for

a l

adequately supported by the information sources a lead agency cites in the parentheses
foll owing each question. A ONo | mpaedt 0

information sources show that the impact simply does not appipjexs like the one
involved (e.gtheProjectf al | s outside a fault rupture
be explained where it is based dProjectspecific factors as well ageneral standards
(e.g, theProjecwill not expose sensitive receptors to pollutants, basedPoojactspecific

screening analysis).

All answers must take account of the whole action involved, including agfwell as on
site, cumulative as wel Projectlevel, indirect as well as direct, and construction as well

as operational impacts.

a

ans

z

Once the lead agency has determined that a particular physical impact may occur, then the

checklist answers must indicate whether the impact is potentiaflgasigress than

20
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4)

5)

6)

7)

8)

9)

significant Wi

t h

mitigation,
appropriate if there is substantial evidence that an effect may be significant. If there are
one or more OPot ent i awhényhe &iergnimatidniisenade,tan BIRMp a ¢

or | ess t har

is required.
ONegative Declaration: Potent.i
where the incorporation of

Significant 94 mpaghodf it oa mt

ally Signi

mitigation me

olLrepsact . 6 The |

mitigation measures, and briefly explain how they reduce the effect to a less than significant
measures from OEardier

| evel (mitigation

referenced).

Earlier analysis may be used where, pursuant to the tiering, program EIR, or other CEQA

process, an effect has been adequately analyzed in an earlier EIR or negative declaration.
Section 15063 (c)(3)(d). In this case, a brief discussion islenly the following:

€) Earlier Analysis Used. Identify and state where they are available for review.

(b) Impacts Adequately Addressed. Identify which effects from the above checklist were
within the scope of and adequately analyzed in an earlier documestigot to
applicable legal standards, and state whether such effects were addressed by
mitigation measures based on the earlier analysis.

(c) Mi tigati on

Measur es. For
Measures | ncor p onitigatioe rdeastiresdviichaevere itcerpotatede
or refined from the earlier document and the extent to which they address site
specific conditions for tiRroject

effects t hat

Lead agencies are encouraged to incorporate into the checklist references to information
source for potential impacts (e,ggeneral plans, zoning ordinances). Reference to a

previously prepared or outside document should, where appropriate, include a reference
to the page or pages where the statement is substantiated.

Supporting Information Soesc A source list should be attached, and other sources used or
individuals contacted should be cited in the discussion.

This is only a suggested form, and lead agencies are free to use different formats; however,
lead agencies should normally addressgbestions from this checklist that are relevant to
aProjeddbs environmental effects

The analysis of each issue should identify: (a) the significance criteria or threshold used to

n

whatever

evaluate each question; and (b) the miiiga measure identified, if any, to reduce the

impact to less than significance.
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4.3 ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIBIESTIONS

Potentially Less Than Less Than No
Significant Significant  Significant Impact
Impact with Impact
Mitigation
Incorporated

1. AESTHETICHSx«cept as provided in Public
Resources Code Section 21099nd theProject
a) Have a substantial adverse effect on a scel O O ] X
vista?
b) Substantially damage scenic resosirce ] ] ] X
including, but not limited to, trees, rock
outcroppings, and historic buildings withina s
scenic highway
c) In norurbanized areas,ubstantially degrade O] O] X O]
the existing visual character or qualitypofblic
views ofthe siteand its surrounding§dublic
views are those that are experienced from
publicly accessible vantage point). If fr@ject
is in an urbanized area, would tReoject
conflict with applicable zoning and other
regulations governing scenic quality?
d) Create a new source of substantial light or O O X O

glare which would adversely affect day or
nighttime views in the area

a) Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista?

No Impact. Scenic vistas consist of expansive, panoramic views of important, unique, or highly
valued visual features that are seen frpublic viewing areas. This definition combines visual
guality with information about view exposure to describe the level of interest or concern that viewers
may have for the quality of a particular view of visual setting.

The Projectsite is within an uamized developed area of the&City of RosemeadThe site is
surrounded bgingle family residencésthe northeast, south, and open spaoghewest Existing
public vantage points exist along roadways that surroundPtbgectsite, which do not contai
scenic vistaBue to the existing one and twstory developmerdurrounding thBrojectsiteand a
flat topography, the viewssurrounding therojectsite are limited to roadway corridor views of
developed areas alongMissiorDrive and Walnut Grovévenuewith powerlines alongvalnut
Grove Avenue.

TheProjectwoulddevelop the site and construct newe-story residential structures tiaiuld be
the same height @ne story higher than the residential structures that are locatedgagtorth
and south of the sitén addition the newresidentialbuildings would be setbac®0-feet from
Mission Drivand the proposed 6oot-high wall woulde setbackl6-feet fromMission Drivand
the proposed structures on the sibelld noencroaclhinto views along therbanroadway corrdor.
Alsq the area is urban anthere are no existing scenic vistlsusdevelopment of th@rojectsite
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with two-story residential buildings would not obstruct, interrupt, or diminish a scenic vista; and
impacts would not occur

b) Substantially damage scenic resources, including, trees, rock outcroppings, and historic
buildings within a state scenic highway?

No Impact.The nearest Officially Designated State Scenic Highway is a portion of State Route
110 (SR110), which is locateabproximately5 milesnorthwest of th@rojectsite and is not visible

from theProjectsite (Caltrans 2@2). Therefore, no impacto scenic resources within a state scenic
highway would occur.

c) In nonurbanized areas, substantially degrade the existing visual character or quality of
public views ofthe site and its surroundings? (public views are those that are experienced
from publicly accessible vantage point). If th€rojectis in an urbanized area, would the
Projectconflict with applicable zoning and other regulations governing scenic quality?

Less than Significantmpact. TheProjectsite is located within an urbanized area of the City of
Rosemeaclong Mission Drivand is surrounded byesidentialand open spaceTheProjectsite

is vacantand undeveloped with some groundcover and onsite improveRulits views of the
Projectsite from the street are limited to viewsabiainlink and picket fencing surrounding the
Projectsite with scattered palm trees throughout theasighown on Figuda and 4b, Site Photos.

TheProjectwoulddevelop theProjectto provide37 two-storydwellingunitsas shown in Figube
Conceptuabite PlanThe architectural design of the proposed buildings is characterized as
traditionalarchitectural elements, migtrel rooflines, and an earth tooelor schemd&heProject
would utilizeconcrete roof tile, metal sectional garage doors, exterior stucco finishamitlriim,
painted shutters, and exterior wood as shown in Figures 6a througktesipr Elevationsarge
residential window; sidewalks, and landscapwguldprovide a residentiatharacter.

A 6-foot-high blockwall is proposedo be located along the frontage of therojectsite along
Mission Drive and along the boundary of Brejectsite The wall would be setbaclé Teet from

the right of way with landscape improvements within the set@sskown in Figuke Conceptual

Site PlanTherefore, forefront public views of the site would be primarily of the new landscaping,
decorative wallandthedriveway with enhancepavementalongMission Drive

General PlanTheProjectsite has a General Plan land use designationooé Densityd®idential
whichconsists primarily of techedsinglefamily dwellings on individual lots amadlows for a
maximum permitted density 60 dwelling units per acrés part of theProjecta General Plan
Amendment is proposed to change the land use designation of the 8iediiam Density
Residentialwhich allowfr up to12 units per acre-Housing types within this density range include
singlefamily homesn smallelots, duplexes, ahattached unitsLhe proposeérojectvould result
ina density of 11units per acrewhich would not exceed the allowablensityfor the proposed
land use designation. Therefore, Pmjectwould not conflict witan applicable General Plan
land useregulation related to scenic qualignd impacts would be less than significant

Zoning. The Projectsite is currently zoneB1 Single Family Residenti&ection17.12.010

describeshe R1 zoning districhs areas chaacterized by singldamily dwellings TheProject
includes a zone change Rdanned Developme(R-D). TheP-D zoneis intended to provide for
residential commercial, industrial, or institutional developmtais are characterized by
innovative use and design concepkss zone provides for a nel@velopmento offer amenities,
guality, design excellence and other similar benefits to the communityt @edniobited by strict
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numericatlevelopmenstandardsA P-D zone shall include a parcel of land contaimoigess than
one acre. The proposed dengibf a residential planned developmesttall be consistent with the
land use element of ti&eneral PlanAs detailedjn Table AE-1, the Projectwould be consistent
with the Municipal Code standards for 48 zone Therefore, th&rojectwould not conflict with
an applicable zoning regulation related to scenic quality, and impacts woulssiteda significant.

Table AESL: Consistency with Proposed Zoning Development Standards

DevelopmentFeature P-D Zoning Requirement ProposedProjectConsistency

Minimunt.otArea 1 acre ConsistentThe proposeérojecsite is3.38
net acresvhich exceeds theacreminimum

Minimum Lot Width None Consistent.TheProjectsite has varying lo

widths and lot sizes ranging fray002 SF
to 127,151 SF

MaximunDensity 12 DU/Acre Consistent.TheProjectproposes to hava
density ofl1 DU/acre.

Setbacks

Front 10 feet Consistent The proposedProject would
provide a minimun20-foot front setback
from Mission Drive.

Front (Adjoining Residenti 15 feet Not Applicable Thefront of the proposed

Zone) Projectdoes not adjoin a residential zone

Side 10 feet Not Applicable.

Side 1st Floor (Adjoining| Greater of 5 ft or 10% of lot | Consistent. The Project would provide

Residential Zone width minimum 21300t side setbacksfrom lots

adjoining residential zonefar abutting the
Residential R zone to the east.
Side 2d Floor 5 ft min. 15 ft combined Consistent. The Project would provide
minimuml3-foot side setbacks from lo
adjoining residential zonefer abutting the
Residential R zone to the east.

Rear 10 feet Not Applicable.

Rear (Adjoining Residenti Greater of 5 ft or 10% of lot | Consistent.TheProjectwould providerear

Zone) width setbacks from the patios that range frg
6.24 feet to 15 feet

Height None Consistent. The proposed residential

dwelling units would range from 25 feet
inches to 27 feet 10 inches in height.

Parking 2 spaces per dwelling unitém | Consistent. The Projectwould include 74
enclosed garage garage spacesand 25 guest spacewhich
would exceed the 19-guest space
Guest parking: requirement Thus, a total of 99 space
1 space per 2 dwelling | would be included which exceeds the
units spaces per dwelling unit requirement.

d) Create a new source of substantial light or glare which would adversely affect day or
nighttime views in the area?

Less than Significant ImpactheProjectsite is located within a developed urban area. Existing
sources of light in the vicinity of tAejectsite includes: streetlighlights from the athletic tract
adjacent to the north of the siteghting from vehicle headlights aloktission Drive an@/alnut
Grove Avenueparking lot lighting, building illumination, security lighting, landscape lighting, and
lighting from building interiors that passthrough windows.

Construction. Although construction activities would occur primarily during daybghs, h
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construction activities could extend into the evening hours, as permi@adpbgr8.36 of the
Cityods Mu (permittegd @hstruCtiondaetivities froi@07a.m. t08:00 p.m.on weekdays
including Saturdgy Construction activities shall not take place on Sunday or federal holidays.
Lighting required during construction of Rnejectwould be shielded and directed toward work
activity areas in compliance with Municipal Codbapter17.88 (included as PPP &) that
provides for directing lighting away from adjacent uses and intensity of security lighaicdition,
construction may include nighttime security lighting; however, this would be simdarrmuthging
uses adjacent to the site asileetlightsAlso, any construction related lighting would be temporary
(approximatelyll months). Therefore, construction dPtbgectwould not create a new source of
substantial light that would adverselffect day or nighttime views in the area, and light impacts
associated with construction woldddss than significant.

Operation.TheProjectvould include the provision of nighttime lighting for security purposes around
entrances, public sidewalkpenareas, and parking areas pursuant@bapterl7.88oft he Ci t yd s
Municipal CodeTheProjectvouldintroduce new sources of liglith implementation of throject

Thusthe Projectwould contribute additional sources to the overall ambient nighttime lighting
conditions. However, tisite islocated within an urban area that includes various sources of
nighttime lightingncluding the street lighting aloNission Drive and/alnut Grove AvenueAll

outdoor lighting would bef low intensity and shielded so that light will not spill out onto surrounding
propertiesor Projectabove thehorizontal planen accordancevith Chapterl7.88o0f t he Ci ty
Municipal Cod€included as PPRESL). Because thErojectarea is within an already developed

area with various sources of existing nighttime lighting, and becal@®jgewvould be required

to comply with the Cityds |lighting reganl ati on
check angbermitting process, any increase in lighting that would be generated Bydjeetvould

not adversely affect day or nighttime views in the area. Overall, lighting impacts would be less

than significant.

Reflective light (glare) can be caused by sunlight or artificial light reflecting from finished surfaces
such as window glass or other reflective materials. Generally, darker or mirrored glass would have
a higher visible light reflectance than clear gl&ssldings constructed of highly reflective materials
from which the sun reflects at a low angle can cause adverse glare. HoweReoj¢h®vould not

use highly reflective surfaces, or glass sided buildings. Although the building would contain windows,
the windows would be comprised of blue reflective glazing, which reduces glare over other
transparent surfaces and the windows would be separated by stucco that would limit the potential
of glare. As described previously, onsite lighting would be angled égomd be compliant with
Chapterl 7. 8 8 o f Munktipal Coddingludlesd as PPP AEJ which would avoid the
potential of onsite lighting generating offsite glare. Therefore,Pitigectwould not generate
substantial sources of glare, and impactsldvbe less than significant.

Existing Plans, Programs, or Policies

PPP AES.: Light andGlare.Pursuant tMunicipal Cod€hapter17.88, exterior lightingshall be
of low intensity and shielded so thightwill not spill out onto surrounding propertie®mject
above the horizontal plane.

Mitigation Measures

No mitigation measures related to aesthetics are required.
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Sources

Caltrans State Scenic Highway System [Ggitrans 202). Accessed:
https://caltrans.maps.arcgis.com/apps/webappviewer/index.html?id=2e921696438B1aaf7
000dfcc19983

City of RosemeaGeneral PlanAccessedttps://cdn5
hosted.civiclive.com/UserFiles/Servers/Server _10034989/File/Gov/City%20Departments/Com
munity%20Development/Planning/Rosemead.pdf

City of Rosemead Municipal Codecessed:
https://library.municode.com/ca/rosemead/codes/code_of ordinances
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2. AGRICULTURE AND FORESTR)

RESOURCEIS determining whether
impacts to agricultural resources are signific
environmental effects, lead agencies may
refer to the California Agricultural Land
Evaluation and Site Assessment Model (19!
prepared by the California Dept. of
Conservation as arptional model to use in
assessing impacts on agriculture and farmle
In determining whether impacts to forest
resources, including timberland, are signific.
environmental effects, lead agencies may
refer to information compiled by the
California Depamnent of Forestry and Fire
Protection regarding¢
forest land, including the Forest and Range
AssessmeRtojectand the Forest Legacy
AssessmeRtoject and forest carbon
measurement methodology provided in Fore
Protocols adoptetly the California Air
Resources Board. Would tReject

a) Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmla
or Farmland of Statewide Importance
(Farmland), as shown on the maps prepare:
pursuant to the Farmland Mapping and
Monitoring Program of the Califéan
Resources Agency, to ragricultural use?

b) Conflict with existing zoning for agricultur
use, or a Williamson Act contract?

c¢) Conflict with existing zoning for, or cause
rezoning of, forest land (as defined in Public
Resources Code section 12220(g)), timberl:
(as defined by Public Resources Code secti
4526), or imberland zoned Timberland
Production (as defined by Government Cod
section 51104(g))?

d) Result in the loss of forest land or conver
of forest land to noffiorest use?

e) Involve other changes in the existing
environment which, due to their location or
nature, could result in convensof Farmland,
to nonagricultural use or conversion of fores
land to norforest use?

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than Less Than No
Significant  Significant  Impact
with Impact
Mitigation
Incorporated

] ] X
] ] X
] ] X
] ] X
] ] X
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a) Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide Importance, as
shown on the maps prepared pursuant to the Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program
of the California Resources Agency, to nagricultural use?

No Impact.TheProjectsite s vacant and undeveloped and located within an area thktrigely
developed for urban usesheProjecsite andtsvicinityare void of agricultural useshe California
Department of Conservation Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Pradeantifies the site as
urban land and iis not identified as Prime, Unique, or Farmland of Statewide Impo(@D¢&:
2021). Therefore, anversion of such farmland designations would not fooourmplementation
of the proposedProject No impact would @cir.

b) Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, or a Williamson Act contract?

No Impact.TheProjecssite is currently zondRl1l Single Family Residentiahich does not provide

for agricultural usedn addition the siteis not subject to a Williamson Act contract. Thus, the
proposedProjectwould not result in impacts related to conflict with an existing agricultural zone or
Williamson contract, and impacts would not occur.

c) Conflict with existing zoning for, or cause remning of, forest land (as defined in Public
Resources Code section 12220(g)), timberland (as defined by Public Resources Code section
4526), or timberland zoned Timberland Production (as defined by Government Code section
51104(g))?

No Impact.TheProjectsite currentlyacant and undevelopeaihd within an urbanizedeveloped

area. No forest land exists on or adjacent to Brejectsite. Thé’rojectsite is currently zondgi1l

Single Family Residential aisdnot zoned for forest land or timberland u3éwis, the proposed
Projectwould not result in impacts related to a conflict with existing forest land or timberland zoning,
and impacts would not occur.

d) Resultin the loss of forest land or conversion of forest land to A@nest use?

No Impact.ThePrgectsiteis currently vacant and undevelogat within an urbanized developed
area. No forest land exists on or adjacent to Brejectsite. Thus, therojectwould not result in
the loss of forest land or conversion of forest land to gdarast use, and impacts would not occur.

e) Involve other changes in the existing environment which, due to their location or nature,
could result in conversion of Farmland teon-agricultural use or conversion of forest land
to nonforest use?

No Impact.As described above, thErojectsite is vacant and undevelopeaind is within an
urbanized developed area. No forest land exists on or adjacent tetbgectsite. Therefa, the
implementation of the proposé&dojectvouldnotinvolve other changes in the existing environment
which would result in the conversion of farmland to-agecultural use or the conversion of forest
land to a norforest use. Therefore, no impaetaild occur.

Existing Plans, Programs, or Policies

There are no impact reducing Plans, Programs, and Policies related to agriculture and forestry that
are applicable to theProject
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Mitigation Measure

No mitigation measures related to agriculture and forestry are required.

Sources

CaliforniaDepartment of Conservati¢8DC 2@2). Division of Land Resource Protection.
Californialmportant Farmland Findévailableat:
https://maps.conservation.ca.gov/DLRP/CIFF/
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Potentially Less Than Less Than No
Significant  Significant  Significant Impact
Impact with Impact
Mitigation
Incorporated

3. AIR QUALIT¥Where available, the
significance criteria established by the
applicable air quality managemeuistrictor

air pollution control district may be relied upo
to make the following determinations. Would
the Project

a) Conflict with or obstruct implementation of ] ] X ]
the applicable air quality plan?

b) Result in a cumulatively considerable net ] ] X ]
increase of any criteria pollutant for which the

Projectregion is nomattainment under an

applicable federal or state ambient air quality

standard?

¢) xpose sensitive receptors to substantial O] O] X O]
pollutant concentrations?

d) Result in other emissions (such as those O] O] X O
leading to odorsaffecting a substantial
number of people?

The discussion below is based on the Air QuElitgrgy andGreenhouse Gas Impact Analysis,
prepared by EPD Solutis. Inc., which is included as Appendix A.

a) Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable air quality plan?

Less than Significant ImpactheProjectite is located ithe South Coast Air Basin, which is under

the jurisdictional boundaries of the South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD). The
SCAQMD and Southern California Association of Governments (SCAG) are responsible for
preparing the Air Quality Managesent Plan (AQMP), which addresses federal and state Clean Air
Act (CAA) requirements. 26 AQMP details goals, policies, and programs for improving air
guality in the Basin.

As describedi€hapter 12, Section 12.2 andAireality i on 1
Handbook (1993),dr purposes of analyzing consistency with the AQMP, if a proftregett
wouldresult in growthhat is substantially greater than what was anticipated, then the proposed
Projectwould conflict with the AQMP. On the othendyaif a Projecd s d e mvishintthg i s
anticipated growth of a jurisdictipits emissions would be consistent with the assumptions in the
AQMP, and theProjectwoul d not conflict with SCAQMDO6s a
SCAQMD considePsojecs consistent with the AQMP if fjectwould not result in an increase

in the frequency or severity of existing air quality violations or cause a new violation.

The site ian umeveloped site that icatedalong aminorarterial roadwaythat isadjacent to
residentialand usesnd open spaceThe propose®rojectwould develo@B7 two-story dwelling
unitson the site. As further described in SectionPBpulation and Housjntpe 37 two-story
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dwelling unitsvould resultn a 1.2 percent increase in residential units within the Tty limited
level of growth would not exceed growRiojedbns and would be consistent with the assumptions
in the2016 AQMP.

Also, emissions generated by construction and operatienbiiosedProjectwvould not exceed
thresholds. As described in the analysis balmvdetailed in Appendix Athe Projectwould not

result in an increase in the frequency or severity of existing air quality violations or cause a new
violation. Therefore, impacts related to conflict with2@6 AQMP from the proposeBroject

would be less than significant.

b) Result in a cumlatively considerable net increase of any criteria pollutant for which the
Projectregion is nonattainment under an applicable federal or state ambient air quality
standard?

Less than Significant ImpacThe South Coast Air Basin (SCAB) is in-attaomment status for

federal ozone standards, federal carbon monoxide standards, and state and federal particulate
matter standards. Any development in the SCAB, including the pré&ysogsicould cumulatively
contribute to these pollutant violations. Methodologies from the SCAQMD CEQA Air Quality
Handbook are used in evaluatifgojecimpacts. SCAQMD has established daily mass thresholds

for regional pollutant emissions, which are shown in Table S8Rbuld construction or operation

of the proposedProject exceed these thresholds a significant impact could occur; however, if
estimated emissions are less than the thresholds, impacts would be considered less than significant.

Table AQ1: SCAQMD Regional Daily Emissions Thresholds

Construction Operations

Pollutant (Ibs/day) (Ibs/day)
NOX 100 55

VOC 75 55

PM10 150 150

PM2.5 55 55

SOx 150 150

CO 550 550

Lead 3 3

SourceRegional Thresholds presented in this table are based on the SCAQMD

Air Quality Significance Thresholds, March 2@&%ised April 2019)

Construction

Construction activities associated with the propgesgdctvould generate pollutant emissions from

the following construction activities: demolition, site preparation, grading, building construction,
paving, architectural coatindhe amountf emissions generated on a daily basis would vary,
depending on the intensity and types of construction activities oc€onsiuction activities would
generate emissions from the demolitiothefonsite pavemensite preparation grading and
building construction addition, th&@rojectwouldgenerate a need for construction worker vehicle
trips to and from th&rojectsiteduring theestimatedL1l months of construction

It is mandatory for all constructiBrojecs to comply with several SCKQ Rules, including Rule

403 for controlling fugitive dust, RiMand PMs emissions from construction activities. Rule 403
requirements include, but are not limited to, applying water in sufficient quantities to prevent the
generation of visible dust phes, applying soil binders to uncovered areas, reestablishing ground
cover as quickly as possible, utilizing a wheel washing system to remove bulk material from tires
and vehicle undercarriages before vehicles exit the propBsgécsite, covering alfticks hauling
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soil with a fabric cover and maintaining a freeboard height cfriches, and maintaining effective
cover over exposed areas. Compliance with Rule 403 was accounted for in the construction emissions
modeling and is included as PPP-2Q

Inaddition, implementation of SCAQMD Rule 1113 that governs the VOC content in architectural
coating, paint, thinners, and solvewtsjld be requirecand is included as PPP AQAs shown in

Table AQ2, CalEEMod resulovide that construction emissions generated by the proposed
Projectwould not exceed SCAQMD regional thresholds. Therefore, construction activities would
result in a less than significant impact.

Table AQ2: RegionalConstruction Emissions Summary

Maximum Daily Regional Emissions
Construction Activity (pounds/day)
ROG | NOx | coO | so | PMo | PMs
2023
Demolition 2.9 28.3 24.9 0.0 1.7 1.2
Site Prep 4.0 39.7 35.5 0.1 6.9 4.3
Grading 2.1 20.1 20.7 0.0 2.8 1.8
Building Constructior 14 13.1 15.7 0.0 0.6 0.6
Paving 1.1 8.5 10.5 0.0 0.4 0.4
Maximum Daily
Emissions 4.0 39.7 35.5 0.1 6.9 4.3
2024
Paving 1.1 8.2 10.5 0.0 0.4 0.4
Architectural Coating 31.3 1.2 1.5 0.0 0.0 0.0
Maximum Daily
Emissions 31.3 8.2 10.5 0.0 0.4 0.4
Maximum Daily
Emission 20222024 31.3 39.7 35.5 0.1 6.9 4.3
SCAQMD Significanc
Thresholds 75 100 550 150 150 55
Threshold Exceeded? No No No No No No

Notes: NOx = nitrogen oxides; CO = carbon monoxide; PM10 and PM2.5 = particular matter; ROG = reactive organic gasseslfsOeddes
Source: EPR022 (Appendix A)

Operation

Implementation of thg7 two-story dwellingunitswould result in loaterm regional emissions of

criteria air pollutants and ozone precursors associated with area sources, such as natural gas
consumption, landscaping, applications of architectural coatings, and consumer products. However,
operational véicular emissions would generate a majority of the emissions generated from the
Project

Operational emissions associated with the prop&sepectwere modeled using CalEEMod and

are presented in Table AQ. As shown, the proposé&dojectwould result ilongterm regional

emi ssions of the criteria pollutants that W 0
Therefore, thd’rojecb s oper ati onal emi ssions would not e
not result in a cumulatively considerable net isere& any criteria pollutant impacts, and would

be less than significant.
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Table AQ3: Summary ofRegionalOperational Emissions

Maximum Daily Regional Emissions
Operational Activity (pounds/day)
ROG NOx CcO SO PMo PM s
Area 2.2 0.6 24 0.0 0.1 0.1
Energy 0.0 0.6 0.3 0.0 0.1 0.1
Mobile 1.3 1.1 11.6 0.0 0.9 0.2
Total ProjectOperational
Emissions 35 24 14.2 0.0 1.0 0.3
SCAQMD Significance
Thresholds 55 55 550 150 150 55
Threshold Exceeded? No No No No No No

Source: EPD, 20ZAppendix A)

c) Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations?

Less Than Significant Impacthe SCAQMD recommends the evaluation of localized G
PMuo, and PM:s constructierelated impacts to sensitive receptors in the immediate vicinity of the

Projectsite. Such an evaluation is referred to as a localized significance threshold (LST) analysis.
p ur s igréficahce Theeshdldh e
Methodology. SCAQMD has developed LSTs that represent the maximum emissid®jectn a

that are not expected to cause or contribute to an exceedance of the most stringent applicable
federal or state ambient air quality standar@s)d thus would not cause or contribute to localized

The i mpacts

air quality impacts. LSTs are developed based on the ambient concentrations of NOx;40, PM
and PM s pollutants for each of the 38 source receptor areas (SRAS) in theThE€RBjectsite

wer e

anal yzed

is locatedn SRAL1, SouttSan GabrielValley.

Sensitive receptors can includsidentialses such as lotgym health care facilities, rehabilitation
centers, and retirement homes. Residences, schools, playgtuldwsecenters, and athletic
facilities caralso be considered sensitive receptors. The ne&stnsitive receptsto theProject

siteare theexisting residencethat are to thaorthwesof the site

Construction

The localized thresholds from the massratedopk t ab |l e s
Threshold Methodology document, were developed for uBeapecs that are less than or equal
to 5-acres in size or have a disturbance of less than orlequaacres dailyand were used to
evaluate LSTkocalized construction emissions associated with the prBposetivere modeled
using CalEEMod and are presented in TabledA®s shown in Table AQ with implementation
of SCAQMD Rules 403 and 111®¢luded as PPP AR and PPP AEB), the maximum daily

n

SCAQMD3d s

Fi

construction emissions from the prop&sepkctwould not exceed the applicable SCAQMD LST

thresholdsThe maximum daily emissions assumesi¢mablition, preparation, grading, building
constructiomnd pavingwouldoverlap andoccur at the same timdowever, these are separate
stages of workand would not occur simultaneously. Thus, a conservative avesygitized for

the maximum daily

emissions.

Table AQ4: Localized ConstructioBmissions

Maximum Daily Regional Emissions

Construction Activity (pounds/day)
NOk | CO | PMo | PMs
2022
Demolition 27.3 23.5 1.7 1.2
Site Prep 39.7 355 6.9 4.3
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Grading 20.0 19.7 2.8 1.8

Building Construction 12.8 14.3 0.6 0.6

Paving 8.5 10.5 0.4 0.4

Maximum Daily Emissions 39.7 35.5 6.9 4.3

2023

Paving 8.2 10.5 0.4 0.4

Architectural Coating 1.2 15 0.0 0.0

Maximum Daily Emissions 8.2 10.5 0.4 0.4
Maximum Daily Emission

2023-2024 39.7 35.5 6.9 4.3

SCAQMD Significance Threshq 121 1,031 7 5
Threshold Exceeded? No No No No

Source: EPD, 20ZAppendix A)

Operation

Localized Significance Analysighe propose®rojectvould operate 37nwo-story dwellingunits,
whichwouldnot involve vehicles idling or queueing for long periods. Therefore, due to the lack of
significant stationary source emissions, impacts related to operational localized significance
thresholds would be less than significant

CO Hotspots.Areas of vehie congestion have the potential to create pockets of CO called
hotspots. These pockets have the potential to exceed the stadtewrstandard of 20 ppm or the
eighthour standard of 9 ppm. Because CO is produced in greatest quantities from vehicle
combstion and does not readily disperse into the atmosphere, adherence to ambient air quality
standards is typically demonstrated through an analysis of localized CO concentrations. Hotspots
are typically produced at intersections, where traffic congestlighsst because vehicles queue

for longer periods and are subject to reduced speeds.

With the turnover of older vehicles and introduction of cleaner fuels, electric vehicles, and vehicles
with stopstart systems (where the engine shuts down when ttle ieesiiopped and restarts when

the break petal is released), as well as implementation of control technology on industrial facilities,
CO concentrations in thE&Band the state have steadily declined.

The analysis of CO hotspots compares the voltitnaffic that has the potential to generate a
CO hotspot (exceedance the state twoeir standard of 20 ppm or the eighour standard of 9
ppm) and the volume of traffic with implementation of the propBsgéctin 2003, the SCAQMD
estimated that &Prgectwould have to increase traffic volumes at a single intersection by more
than 44,000 vehicles per héuor 24,000 vehicles per hour where vertical and/or horizontal air
does not mi in order to exceed state standards and generate a CO hot spot.

As detaled in Section 17Transportatiofable R1), based on thertp rates from the Institute of
Transportation Engine€rsip Generation 1th Edition2021, the proposedProjectwould generate

26 vehicle tripsq inbound trips and.9 outbound trips) during the AM peak hour. During the PM
peak hour, théProjectwould generate35 new vehicle trip2@ inbound trips and.3 outbound

trips). Thus, the proposeBrojectwould not result in an increase in traffic volumes at a single
intersegbn by more than 44,000 vehicles per hiowr 24,000 vehicles per hour where vertical
and/or horizontal air does not mix and would not generate a CO hotspot. Therefore, impacts
related to CO hotspots from operation of the propoBedjectwould be less thasignificant.

34



Mission Villas Residentfabject
E | P | D sSoOLUTIONS, INC. Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration

d) Result in other emissions (such as those leadingotdors) adverselyaffecting a substantial
number of people?

Less Than Significant Impacthe proposedProjectwould not emit other emissions, such as those
generating objectionable odors, that would affect a substantial number of people. The threshold
for odor is identified by SCAQMD Rule 402, Nuisance, which states:

A person shall not discharge from any souratsoever such quantities of air
contaminants or other material which cause injury, detriment, nuisance, or annoyance
to any considerable number of persons or to the public, or which endanger the
comfort, repose, healthr safety of any such persons ergblic, or which cause,

or have a natural tendency to cause, injury or damage to business or property. The
provisions of this rule shall not apply to odors emanating from agricultural operations
necessary for the growing of crops or the raising of f@amirnals

The type of facilities that are considered to result in other emissions, such as objectionable odors,
include wastewater treatments plants, compost facilities, landfills, solid waste transfer stations,
fiberglass manufacturing facilities, p&oating operations (e.g., auto body shops), dairy farms,
petroleum refineries, asphalt batch plants, chemical manufacturing, and food manufacturing
facilities.

The proposedProjectwould implement residential development withirPtlogectarea that does

not involve the types of uses that would emit objectionable odors affecting a substantial number of
people. In addition, odors generated by A@sidential land uses are required to be in compliance
with SCAQMD Rule 402, which would prevent nuisancg odor

During construction, emissions from construction equipment, architectural coatings, and paving
activities may generate odors. However, these odors would be temporary, intermittent in nature,
and would not affect a substantial number of people. Thsusxdors would be confined to the
immediate vicinity of the construction equipment. Also, théesimoonstructienelated odors

would cease upon the drying or hardening of the guoducing materials. Therefore, impacts
associated with other emisspsuch as odors, would not adversely affect a substantial number of
people.

Existing Plans, Programs, or Policies

PPP AQ1: Rule 402.The construction plaarsd specificationshallstatethat theProjecis required

to comply with the provisions of South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD) Rule 402.
TheProjectshall not discharge from any source whatsoever such quantities of air contaminants or
other material which cause injury, detrimenéanage, or annoyance to any considerable number

of persons or to the public, or which endanger the comfort, repose, health or safety of any such
persons or the public, or which cause, or have a natural tendency to cause, injury or damage to
business or prapty.

PPP AQ®R2: Rule 403.Theconstruction plans and specifications shall state tHtdjeeis required
to comply with the provisions of South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD) Rule 403,
which includes the following:
1 All clearing, grading, eartmoving, or excavation activities shall cease when winds exceed
25 mph per SCAQMD guideés in order to limit fugitive dust emissions.
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1 The contractor shall ensure that all disturbed unpaved roads and disturbed areas within the
Projectare watered, with complete coverage of disturbed areas, at least 3 times daily
during dry weather; preferablyn the miémorning, afternoon, and after work is done for
the day.

1 The contractor shall ensure that traffic speeds on unpaved roads@edisite areas are
reduced to 15 miles per hour or less.

PPP AQ3: Rule 1113.Theconstruction plans and spectimas shall state that therojectis

required to comply with the provisions of South Coast Air Quality Management District Rule
(SCAQMD) Rul e -Mdllat.i IO |1 Qr gdmiwc Compoundsd pain
of VOC) and/or High Pressure Lowld¥me (HPLV) applications shall be used.

Mitigation Measures

No mitigation measures related to air quality are required.

Sources

Air Quality,Energy, andsreenhouse Gas Impact Analysis. Prepare@Bp SolutioiiSPD,
2022) (Appendix A).
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4. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES
Would theProject

a) Have a substantial adverse effect, either
directly or through habitat modifications, on ar
species identified as a candidate, sensitive, ol
special status species in local or regional plar
policies, or regulations, or by the California
Department ofish and Game or U.S. Fish anc
Wildlife Service?

b) Have a substantial adverse effect on any
riparian habitat or other sensitive natural
community identified in local omgienal plans,
policies, regulations or by the California
Department of Fish and Game or US Fish anc
Wildlife Service?

c) Have a substantial adverse effectstate or
federally protected wetlands (including, but nc
limited to, marsh, vernal pool, coastal, etc.)
through direct removal, filling, hydrological
interruption, or other means?

d) Interfere substantially with the movement o
any native resident or migratory fish or wildlife
species or with esltlished native resident or
migratory wildlife corridors, or impede the use
of native wildlife nursery sites?

e) Conflict with any local policies or ordinance
protecting biological resources, such as a tree
preservation policy or ordinance?

f) Conflict with the provisions of an adopted
Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural Communit
Conservation Plan, or other approved local,
regional, or state habitat conservation plan?

Potentially Less Than  Less Than No
Significant  Significant  Significant  Impact
Impact with Impact
Mitigation
Incorporated
] X ] ]
] ] ] X
] ] ] X
] X ] ]
] ] ] X
] ] ] X

The discussion below is based onGlemeral Biological Assessmarepared by Hernandez
Environmental Servicedich is included as Appendix

a) Havea substantial adverse effect, either directly or through habitat modifications, on any
species identified as a candidate, sensitive, or special status species in local or regional
plans, policies, or regulations, or by the California Department of Fistda@ame or U.S.

Fish and Wildlife Service?

Less than Significant with Mitigation IncorporatetiheProjecsite isvacantand contains gortion
of a paved driveway,disturbed dirt trailsand gravel.The perimeters of the site are bound by
chainlink ferting, masonry block walls, and plastic fencing. There are palm trees present along the
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northwest property boundarylhe Projectsite is surrounded byrban developed areas with
structuregpaved parking and ornamental landscaping.

Sensitive Plant Species

TheProjectsite consists of ruderal habitat dominated by 1mative plant specie#\ total of 45
sensive specie of plantshave he potential to occur on or within the vicinity ofRt@gectsite.A
total of 13 plant specieare listed as state or federallyhfeatened, Endangeredr Candidate
speciesA field survey was conductdy Hernandez Environmental Servimeslune 27, 2022
Linear transects approximatéd0 feet apart were walked for 100 grcent coverageAll species
observed were recordednd Global Positioning Syst€¢@PS)vay points were taken to delineate
specific habitat typesnd species locationJable BIGL shows survey results for listed and
potential plant species and demonstrates that no sensitive plant species are presetaecthe
site.

Table Biel: Potentially Occurring Plant Species

Plant Species Presence

B r a u rMilkevetolh s Not Pesent
Pari shds Britt | NotPresent
Nevinds Bar ber n NotPresent

Lucky Morninglory Not Present
Southern Tarplant Not Present
Smoorth Tarplant Not Present
Parryds Spi nef | NotPresent
Slenderhorned Spineflower Not Present
San Gabriel Mountains Dudleya| Not Present
Mesa Horkelia Not Present
Coul terd6s Gol df] NotPresent
California Orcutt Grass Not Present

Brandds St ar Pl NotPresent
Source: Hernande2022 (Appendix B)

SensitivAnimalSpecies

As discussed above, a field survey was conducted by Hernandez Environmental Services on June
27,2022, linear transects approximately 50 feet apart were walked for 100 percent coverage.
All species observed were recorded and Global Positioning Systemw&PS9ints were taken

to delineate specific habitat types and species locatiResed o the California Natural Diversity
Database (CNDDB), tatal of 45 sensitive species of animals hthe potential to occur on or
within the vicinity of thBrojectsite. A total of 10 wildlife species are listed as state and/or
federally ThreatenedEndangered, Rare or Candidate Speciexble BIG2 below shows survey
results for listed and potentialgpit species and demonstrates that no sensitive animal species are
present on th€rojectsite with the exception of the BelSage Sparrow that has the potential to

be present

Table Bie2: Potentially OccurringAnimal Species

Plant Species Presence

Arroyo Toad Not currently
present, no potentig
for presence
Swainsonds Hawl Not currently|
present, no potentig
for presence
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Bell 6s Sage Spi¢

Not currently|
present, has
potential to be
present in future

Santa Ana Sucker

Not currently
present, no potentig
for presence

Southwestern Willow Flycatcher

Not currently]
present, no potentig
for presence

Coastal California gnatcatcher

Not currently,
present, no potentig
for presence

Foothill YellowLegged Frog

Not currently
present, no potentig
for presence

Southern Mountain Yellkhwegged
Frog

Not currently!
present, no potentig
for presence

Bank Swallow

Not currently!
present, no potentis
for presence

Least Bel | 6ds Vi

Not currently!
present, no potentis
for presence

Coulterds Gol df

Not currently|
present, no potentis
for presence

California Orcutt Grass

Not currently|
present, no potentig
for presence

Brandds St ar Pt

Not currently|
present, no potentig
for presence

Source: Hernandez, 20ZAppendix B)

As determined by the field surveynd the California Native Plant Societ€ N\P$ Rare Plant
Inventoryro endangered, rare, threatened, or special status plant species (or associated habitats)
or wildlife species designated by the U.S. Fasld Wildlife Service (USFWS), California
Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW), or California Native Plant Society (€fe8yoccur

on the siteHoweverT h e

Bell 6s Sage

Sqeaaronsite Therdfoses Mitgatiane nt i a |

Measurg(MM)BIO1 is included to require vegetation removal and other disturbance activities to
be conducted outside of nesting bird season and would require-eopstruction nesting bird
survey if construction activities are required during nesting bird seatamidPimpacts to the

Bel

0s

Sage

Sparrow woul d

PAs no semsstige spgeties or habitatg n i f i

occuronsiteand theProjectwould comply with MM Bi@Q implementation of thierojectwould not
result in an adverse effect, eitheraditly or through habitat modifications, on any sensitive species,
and impacts woulde reduced to less than significant with mitigation incorporated

b) Have a substantial adverse effect on any riparian habitat or other sensitive natural
community identified in local or regional plans, policies, or regulations, or by the California
Department of Fish and Game or US Fish and Wildlife Service?

No Impact.Ripaian habitats occur along the banks of rivers, streams, or wetland areas. Sensitive
natural communities are natural communities that are considered rare in the region by regulatory
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agencies or are known to provide habitat for sensitive animal or planespésidescribed in the
previous response, tfgojectsite is within an urban area, developed, and does not contain any
natural habitats, including riparian habitat or sensitive natural community. Addition&tpje¢lbe

site is bound by developed are#étsat include buildings, pavement, roadways, and small areas of
open spaceahat do not contain sensitive natural habitat areas. Thus, no impacts related to riparian
habitat or other sensitive natural communities identified in local or regional plansaswitifidlom
Projectimplementation.

c) Have a substantial adverse effect ostate orfederally protected wetlandgincluding but
not limited to, marsh, vernal, pool, coastal, et¢hrough direct removal, filling, hydrological
interruption, or other means?

No Impact.Wetlands are defined under the federal Clean Water Act as land that is flooded or
saturated by surface water or groundwater at a frequency and duration sufficient to support, and
that normally does support, a prevalence of vegetation adapted to life umegat soils. Wetlands
include areas such as swamps, marshes, and bodggojdusite and adjacent areas are located
within a developed urban area and do not contain wetlands. Thereforerdjfeztvould not result

in impacts to wetlands.

d) Interfere sibstantially with the movement of any native resident or migratory fish or
wildlife species or with established native resident or migratory wildlife corridors, or
impede the use of native wildlife nursery sites?

Less than Significant with Mitigation lecporated. Wildlife corridors are areas where wildlife
movement is concentrated due to natural or anthropogenic constraints and corridors provide access
to resources such as food, water, and shelter. Animals use these corridors to move between different
habitats andprovide avenues for wildlife dispersal, migration, and contact between other
populations. Thierojectsitedoes not support conditions of migrateridlife corridosor linkages
TheProjectsite issurrounded by roadway anddeveloped land usedhe sé and surrounding

areas do not provide function for wildlife movement. Additionally, the surrounding area is
developed and urban. There are no rivers, creeks, or open drainages near the site that could
function as a wildlife corridor. Thus, implementafitive Projectvould not result in impacts related

to wildlife movement or wildlife corridors.

However, thé’rojectsitecontaingxistingornamental trees that could be used for nesting by bird
species that are protected by the federal Migratory BirdatyeAct (MBTA) and the California Fish

and Game Code Sections 3503.5, 3511, and 3515 during the avian nesting and breeding season
that occurs between February 1 and September 15. The provisions of the MBTA prohibits disturbing
or destroying active nesthiefrefore MM BIO- 1 has been included to require that if commencement

of vegetation clearing occurs between February 1 and September 15, a qualified biologist shall
conduct a nesting bird survey no more than 3 days prior to commencement of activitfisto con
the absence of nesting birds. With implementationMBWO 1, potential impacts to nesting birds

would be less than significant.

e) Conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting biological resources, such as a tree
preservation policy or adinance?

No Impact.There are no local biological related policies or ordinances, such as a tree preservation
policy or ordinance that is applicable to tReojectOak trees in the City are protected under the
Cityods Mu nCGhaptepld.104 Whalidcesates conditions fothe preservation and
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propagation of oak trees within the CifjheProjectdoes not contain any oak trees and would
install new trees throughout tReojectsite. Therefore, implementatia the Projectwould not
conflict with local polices or ordinanpestecting trees and no impact would occur.

f) Conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural Community
Conservation Plan, or other approved local, regional, or state habitat conservation plan?

No Impact.TheProjecsite sdisturbedand in an urban area. THerojectsite does not contain any
natural lands that are subject to an adopted Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural Community
Conservation Plan, or other approved local, regional, or state habitat conservation pkfior@her

the Projectwould not result in impacts to biological habitat plans.

Existing Plans, Programs, or Policies

None.

Mitigation Measures

Mitigation Measure BIEL: Migratory Bird Treaty AcPrior to commencement of grading activities,

the City BuildingDepartment, shall verify that in the event that vegetation and tree removal
activities occur within the active breeding season for birds (Febd@eptember 15), thBroject
applicant (or thee Construction Contractor) shall retain a qualified biologist (meaning a professional
biologist that is familiar with local birds and their nesting behaviors) to conduct a nesting bird survey
no more than 3 days prior to commencement of constructidneactiv

The nesting survey shall includeRhgjectsite and areas immediately adjacent to the site that
could potentially be affected biProjectrelated construction activities, such as noise, human activity,
and dust, etc. If active nesting of birdshserved within 100 feet of the designated construction
area prior to construction, the qualified biologist shall establish an appropriate buffer around the
active nests (e.g., as much as 500 feet for raptors and 300 feet ferapbors [subject to the
recommendations of the qualified biologist]), and the buffer areas shall be avoided until the nests
are no longer occupied and the juvenile birds can survive independently from the nests.

Sources

City of Rosemead Municipal Code, Chapterd7.104, Street Trees. Available at:
https://library.municode.com/ca/rosemead/codes/code_of ordinances?nodeld=CD_ORD_TIT17
ZO_ART4SUST_CHI040ATRPR

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service Migratory Bird Treaty Act. Available at:
https://www.fws.govlaw/migratory-bird-treaty-act 1918
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Potentially Less Than Less Than No
Significant Significant  Significant Impact
Impact with Impact
Mitigation
Incorporated

5. CULTURAL RESOURGH#SiId the

Project

a) Cause a substantial adverse change in the ] (] X O
significance of a historical resouptgsuant to

in 8 15064.5?

b) Cause a substantial adverse change in the O X [l O

significance of an archaeological resource
pursuant to §15064.5?

) Disturb any human remains, including thos ] ] X ]
interred outside of formal cemeteries?

The discussion below is based onGhkural Resources Study for the 8®0ision Driv@roject
by Brian F. Smith and Associates(AppendixC).

a) Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a historical resource as defined
in §15064.5?

Less Than Significant Impac@ccording to thestate CEQA Guidelineshistorical resource is
defined as something that meets one or more of the following criteria:

(1) listed in, or determined eligible for listing in, the California Register of Historical Resources
(CRHR)

(2) listed in a local register of historical resources as defined in Public Resources Code (PRC)
Section 5020.1(k);

(3) identified as significant in a historical resources survey meeting the requirements of PRC Section
5024.1(g); or

(4) determined to be historical resource by tikrojecd s Lead Agency.
According tahe PRC, a resource is considered historically significant if it meets at least one of the
following criteria:

1) Associated with events that have made a significant contribution to the latterthp of
local or regional history or the cultural heritage of California or the United States;

2) Associated with the lives of persons important to local, California or national history;

3) Embodies the distinctive characteristics of a type, period, regimatbod of construction
or represents the work of a master or possesses high artistic values; or

4) Has yielded, or has the potential to yield, information important to the prehistory or history
of the local area, California or the nation.

The Cutural Resorces Assessmairepared for the Projectsite indicated that achurchwas
constructed on thi&rojecsite betwen 1953 and 1964 but was demolished in 1992 he structure
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was not listedn the CRHRes. The records search and literature revemmcluded that there is a
low potential for prehistoric sites to be contained withilbdhumdaries of thérojectsite due to
the extensive naturd past ground disturbancds addition, there ia SCE Mes&avendaleRush
66kV transmissioline located within theProjectsitethat was identified as &ultural resource at
the SCClHoweveraccordingo the site record fornthetransmissidmewas evaluatedind did
notappear to be eligible under National Regist@alifornia Register Criterion A/4n addition,
the transmission line is not situated withiRrbjectsite and is located above a portion of the site.
The 1Xmile span of lowoltage electrical transmission limese not installed or constructed to
include any innovative or unique featioe materialshat could be considered important to local,
state, or national historyhe records searches didt identify any events on thi&ojectsite or
persons in relation to thHerojectsite, that would meet the California Register criteria of a historic
resource. Therefore, ti@nsmissioline does not meet the CEQ@Aiteria for a historic resource
and impacts would be less than significant.

b) Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of an archaeological resource
pursuant to §15064.5?

Less than Significanimpactwith Mitigation Incorporated As previously described, ti@ultural
Resources Assessment identifiedhasterieaged cultural resource onsitdowever, the Cultural
Resources Assessnuamicluded that the Transmission didenot appear to be eligible under
National Register/California Register Criterion Alhe Cultural Resources Assessment (including
field survey) prepared for thérojectdid not identify any archaeological resources within the
Projectsite. However, as discussed in the Cultural Resources Assessment, there is a potential for
previously unkmen archaeological resources to be below the soil surface. Therefdr€Ul

would require monitoring during groudidturbing activities such as grading tanching In
addition, MM TCR would require Nativémerican monitorirtg ensure cultural resoe impacts
would remain less than significant with mitigatibitin implementation of MM Clland MM TCR

1, potentialimpactgo archaeological resourcesuld beless than significant

c) Disturb any human remains, including those interred outsidefofmal cemeteries?

Less than Significant ImpactheProjectsite has been previously disturbed, as described above,
and has not been previously used as a cemetery. It is not anticipated that implementation of the
proposedProjectwould result in the disturbance of human remains. Existing regulation under the
California Health and Safety Code, included as PPRXCOutlines the procedures to undertake if
human remains are found on fmjectsite. Compliance with existing regulations would ensure
impacts related to potential disturbance of human reman&d beless than significant.

Existing Plans, Programs, or Policies

PPP CUL: Human RemainsShould human remains be discovered difiogeciconstruction, the
Projecwill be required to comply with State Health and Safety Code Section 7050.5, which states
that no further disturbance may occur in the vicinity of the body until the County Coroner has made
a determination of origin and disposition pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 5097.98. The
County Coroner must be notified of the find immediatelye If@mains are determined to be
prehistoric, the Coroner will notify the Native American Heritage Commission, which will determine
the identity of and notify a Most Likely Descendant (MLD). With the permission of the landowner or
his/her authorized represtative, the MLD may inspect the site of the discovery. The MLD must
complete the inspection within 48 hours of notification by the NAHC.
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Mitigation Measurs

Mitigation Measure CUML: Archaeological Monitoring.The Applicant shall retain a qualified
archaeologist to perform archaeological monitoring #uedarchaeologisthall be present during

initial grounddisturbing activities (e.g., site preparation and grading) to identify and assess any
known or suspectegichaeological and/or cultural resource. The qualified archaeologist shall
develop a Cultural Resources Management Plan to address the details, timing, and responsibility
of all archaeological and cultural resource activities that occur dudjeet site The plan shall

include a scope of work, project grading and development schedulingpmstuction meeting

(with consultants, contractors, and monitors), a monitoring schedule dumitigl gitound
disturbance related activities, safety requireragamnd protocols to follow in the event of previously
unknown cultural resources discoveries that could be subject to a cultural resources evaluation. The
plan shall be submitted to the Capd the Consulting Tribefs) reviewand comment, prior to

final approval by the City

Mitigation Measure TCR: Native American Monitoring.Prior to the commencement of any
ground disturbing activity at tHerojectsite, theProjectapplicant shall retain a Native American
Monitor approved by the Gabrielefio BantiMission Indiarsizh Nation.A copy of the executed
contract shall be submitted to the City of Rosemead Planning and Building Department prior to the
issuance of any permit necessary to commence a ga@incbing activity The Tribal monitor shall

only be present ossite during the construction phases that involve gdbsiodbing
activities. Ground disturbing activities are defined by the Tribe as activities that may include, but
are not limited to, pavement removal, potholing or auguring, grubbieg removals, boring,
grading, excavation, drilling, and trenching, within Pnejectarea. The Tribal Monitor shall
complete daily monitoring |l ogs that shall pr
construction activities, locati@wsl, and any cultural materials identifiedhe orsite monitoring

shall end when all groufdisturbing activities on tliRrojectsite are completed, or when the Tribal
Representatives and Tribal Monitor have indicated that all upcoming ghstuntbingactivities at

the Projectsite have little to no potential to impact Tribal Cultural Resources.

Upon discovery of any Tribal Cultural Resources, construction activities shall cease in the immediate
vicinity of the find (not less than the surroundingd@®X) until the find can be assessédl Tribal

Cultural Resources unearthedPgjectactivities shall be evaluated by the qualified archaeologist

and Tribal monitor approved by the Consulting Tribdethe resources are Native American in

origin, theConsulting Tribe shall retain it/them in the form and/or manner the Tribe deems
appropriate, for educational, cultural and/or historic purpodéfiuman remains and/or grave

goods are discovered or recognized at tAmjectsite, all ground disturbanahall immediately

cease, and the county coroner shall be notified per Public Resources Code Section 5097.98, and
Health & Safety Code Section 7050.5luman remains and grave/burial goods shall be treated

alike per California Public Resources Code sesfiin.98(d)(1) and (2). Work may continue on

other parts of theProjectsite while evaluation and, if necessary, mitigation takes place (CEQA
Guidelines Section 15064.5[f]). If a ARNative American resource is determined by the qualified
archaeologist toansti tute a oOhistorical resourceo or
allotment and funding sufficient to allow for implementation of avoidance measures, or appropriate
mitigation, must be availableThe treatment plan established for the resoustesl be in
accordance with CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.5(f) for historical resources and PRC Sections
21083.2(b) for unigue archaeological resourc&eservation in place (i.e., avoidance) is the
preferred manner of treatmentf preservation in placis not feasible, treatment may include
implementation of archaeological data recovery excavations to remove the resource along with
subsequent laboratory processing and analy&isy historic archaeological material that is not
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Native American in origshall be curated at a public, nqmofit institution with a research interest

in the materials, such as the Natural History Museum of Los Angeles County or the Fowler Museum,
if such an institution agrees to accept the matetaho institution acceptse archaeological

material, it shall be offered to a local school or historical society in the area for educational
purposes.

Sources
California Public Resources Code Section 21084.1

Brian Smith and Associatésltural Resources Study for the 8601 Mission Project March
2022. (Appendix C)

Governords Offi ce 6&thte GEQA GuidelinSgctian A5D64B(a)s e ar ¢ h,
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6. ENERGYWould theProject

a) Result in potentially significant environmer ] ] X ]
impact due to wasteful, inefficient

unnecessary consumption of energy resourc

duringProjectconstruction or operation?

b) Conflict with or obstruct a state or local ple ] (] (] X
for renewable energy or energy efficiency?

The discussion below is based on the Air Quality, and Energy Greenhousg&asAnalysis,
prepared by EPD Solutions. Inc., which is included as Appendix A.

a) Result in potentially significant environmental impact due to wasteful, inefficient, or
unnecessary consumption of energy resources, durifigjectconstruction ooperation?

Less Than Significant Impact.

Construction
During construction of the propos&dject energy would be consumed in three general forms:

1. Petroleunbased fuels used to power afbad construction vehicles and equipment on the
Projectsites, construction worker travel to and fromPitmgectsites, as well as delivery
truck trips;

2. Electricity associated with providing temporary power for lighting and electric equipment;
and

3. Energy used in the production of construction materials, such as asphalt, steel, concrete,
pipes, and manufactured or processed materials such as lumber and glass.

Construction activities related to the proposed building and the associated infrastructure would not
be expected to result in demand for fuel greater on a-partof-development basis than other
developmenProjecs in southern Californi@onstructionaks not involve any unusual or increased
need for energyln addition, the extent of construction activities that wouldaredimited toan
approximatell-month period, and the demand for construgtdated electricity and fuels would

be limited to that time frame.

Construction contractors are required to demonstrate compliance with applicable California Air
Resources Board (CARB) regulations governing the accelerated retrofitting, repowering, or
replacement of heawgluty diesel onand df-r oad equi pment as part of
permitting process. In addition, compliance with existing CARB idling restsibtains included

as PPP &, would reduce fuel combustion and energy consumfitieProjectconstructiofuel
usageover theestimatedlL1-month construction period worddult in the need fdr0,233 gallons

of diesel fuelwhich is summarized in Table E
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Table E1: Estimated ConstructioBquipment~uel Consumption

Hours

Total

- . Horse Days of Fuel Rate | Fuel Use
Activity Equipment Number g;; power | Constructiol Horﬁgﬁgswer (gal/hp-hr) (gallons)
Rubber Tired Dozers 2 8 367 2 4,698 0.020615155 97
.. Concrete/Industrial 1 8 33 2 385 0.041912413 16
Demolition Saws
Excavators 3 8 36 2 657 0.019868435 13
Rubber Tired Dozers 3 8 367 5 17,616 0.020615155 363
Site
Preparation | Tractors/Loaders/Bac 4 8 84 5 4,973 0.019155948 95
khoes
Graders 1 8 148 8 3,884 0.021167864 82
Excavators 1 8 36 8 876 0.019868435 17
Grading  Factors/Loaders/Bal 3 8 84 8 5967 | 0019155948 | 114
khoes
Rubber Tired Dozer¢ 1 8 367 8 9,395 0.020615155 194
Cranes 1 8 367 230 195,831 0.014896922 2,917
Forklifts 3 8 82 230 90,528 0.010444038 945
M(_)d_el Generator Sets 1 8 14 230 19,062 0.042356362 807
Building
Construction - ctorsiLoaders/Bad 1 8 84 230 57,187 | 0.019155948 | 1,095
khoes
Welder 3 8 46 230 114,264 0.025848623 2,954
Tractors/Loaders/Bac 1 8 84 18 4,476 0.019155948 86
khoes
Cement andMortar 2 8 10 18 1,613 0.019767572 32
Mixers
Paving Pavers 1 8 81 18 4,899 0.021536901 106
Paving Equipment 2 8 89 18 9,228 0.01846541 170
Rollers 2 8 36 18 3,940 0.019837453 78
Architectural Air Compressors 1 8 78 18 5,391 0.027606329 149
Coating
Total 10,233

Source: EPD, 20ZAppendix A)

TableE2 shows that constructietated vehicle usageould use approximately,246 gallons of
diesel fuel and3,095 gallons ofgasolineto travel to and from thé&rojectsite Tables=3 shovs
that a total of approximately11,479 gallons ofdieselfuel and3,095 gallons ofgasolinewould
be used for construction of the propo&¥dject
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TableE2: Estimated ConstructioehicleFuel Consumption

Construction Gallons of Diese Gallons of
Source Number MT Fuel Rate Fuel Gasoline Fuel
HaulTrucks 56 1,120 5.96 188 0
Vendor Trucks 4 9,384 8.87 1,058 0
Worker Vehicles 72 80,179 25.91 0 3,095
Total 1,246 3,095

Source: EPD, 20ZAppendix A)

TableE3: EstimatedTotal Construction Fuel Usage

Construction Source Gallons of Diesel Fuel | Gallons of Gasoline Fuel

Construction Vehicles 1,246 3,095
Off-road Construction
Equipment 10,233 0
Total 11,479 3,095

Source: EPD, 2022 (Appendix A)

In addition, construction contractors are required to demonstrate compliance with applicable
California Air Resources Board (CARB) regulations governing the accelerated retrofitting,
repowering, or replacement of headyty diesel onand off-road equipmen Alsq compliance

with existing CARB idling restrictions and the use of newer engines and equipment would reduce
fuel combustion and energy consumption. Overall, construction activities would require limited
energy consumption, would comply with alltiegisregulations, and would therefore not be
expected to use large amounts of energy or fuel in a wasteful manner. Thus, impacts related to
construction energy usage would be less than significant.

Operation

Once operational, th@rojectwould generate demand for electricity, natural gas, as well as
gasoline for motor vehicle trips. Operational use of energy includes the heating, cooling, and
lighting of theresidenceswater heating, operation of electrical systems and-piugppliances

parking lot and outdoor lighting, and the transport of electricity, natural gas, and water to the
areas where they would be consumed. This use of energy is typical for urban development, and no
operational activities or land uses would occur that woesdltr in extraordinary energy
consumptiors detailed in Table-&, operation of the proposeBrojectwould use approximately
252,539 kilowatthour (kWh) per year of electricity, approximately?42,170 thousand British
thermal units (kBTU) per year ofural gas, and45,533 gallons ofgasoline annually

Table E4: Estimated AnnuaDperational EnergyConsumption

Operational Source Energy Usage

Electricity (KilowattHours)

Project | 252,539
Natural Gas (Thousands British Thermal Units)
Project | 1,242,170
Petroleum (gasoline) Consumption
Annual VMT Gallons of Gasoline Fue|
Project 1,127,736 43,533

Source: EPD, 20ZAppendix A)
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Consistent with the 2019 CA Building Energy Efficiency Standards (Title 24 ParP&)jeitte
wouldinclude photovoltaic (PV) solar panels on the rootibpach of the residences. The State

of California provides a minimum standard for building desighconstruction standards through

Title 24 of the California Code of Regulations (CCR). Compliance with Title 24 is mandatory at the
time new building permits are issued by the City thaPtiogectshall comply with the adopted
California Energy Code (@e of Regulations, Title 24 Pé&rt) . The Cityods admini s
24 requirements includes review of design components and energy conservation measures that
occurs during the permitting processl is included as PPRL Evhich ensures that ediquirements

are met. Typical Title 24 measures include insulation; use of -efigctpnt heating, ventilation,

and air conditioning equipment (HVAC); enerfiicient indoor and outdoor lighting systems;
reclamation of heat rejection from refrigerati@guipment to generate hot water; and
incorporation of skylights, etc. In complying with the Title 24 standards, impacts to peak energy
usage periods would be minimized, and impacts on statewide and regional energy needs would
be reduced. The California Egg Commission estimates that sHeyheily homes built in
compliance with the 2019 energy efficiency standards uses about 7 percent less energy due to
energy-efficiency measures versus those built under the 2016 code. With use of rooftop solar
electricitygeneration, homes built under the 2019 code use about 53 percent less energy than
those under the 2016 standards (2019 Fact Sheet)ddition theProject would be built to comply

with the2019 energy efficiency standardss discussed in PPR.Hhuspperation of theProject

would not use large amounts of energy or fuel in a wasteful mannetessdhan significant
operational energy impacts would occur.

b) Conflict with or obstruct a state or local plan for renewable energy or energy efficiency?

No Impact.The proposedrojectvould be required to meet th@alifornia Energy Codefficiency

standards in effect during permitting of fhmjectas includedasPPRRE  The Cityd6s adm
of the requirements includes review of design components and energy conservation measures during
the permitting process, which ensures that all requirements are met. In addRojedeould

not cofiict with or obstruct opportunities tige renewable energy, such as solar eneAsyy.

discussed, therojectproposes to use photovoltaic (PV) solar panels on each of the residences to
offset their energy demand in accordance with the existing Titleq@dreenents (included as PPP

E1). As such, therojectwould not conflict with or obstruct a state or local plan for renewable

energy or energy efficiency, and impacts would not occur.

Existing Plans, Programs, or Policies

PPP EL: Caifornia Energy CodeCompliance TheProjectis required to comply with tH#019
CalifornaEner gy Code as included i d2.28)lbensdeffigiedts Mu n |
use of energyCalifornia Energy Code specificati@me required to be incorporated into buihdj

plans as a condition of building permit approval.

Mitigation Measures

No mitigation measures related to energy are required.
Sources

Air Quality, Greenhouse Gas, and Energy Impact Analysis, Prepared by EPD $6RIEpA62)
(AppendixA).
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2019 Residential Energy Code Fact ShedR019 Fact Sheet) Accessed:
https://energycodeace.com/content/resourae®/file_type=fact-sheet

2019 Building Energy Efficiency Standards. Accessed:
https://energycodeace.com/site/custom/public/refereraee
2019/index.html#!'Documents/section1500mandatorydeasanddevices.htm#mairdistributionan
dventilationsystemductsplenumsandfans.htm

City of Rosemead Municipal Code. Accessed:
https://library.municode.com/ca/rosemead/codes/code_of ordinances?nodeld=CD_ORD_TIT15
BUCO_CH15.24ENCO
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7. GEOLOGY AND SOIl\8ould the
Project

a) Directly or indirectly caugmtential
substantial adverse effects, including the ris
of loss, injury, or death involving:

i) Rupture of a known earthquake fault, as O O X O
delineated on the most recent Algtsiblo

Earthquake Fault Zoning Map issued by the

State Geologist for the area or based on

other substantial evidence of a known fault?

Refer to Division of Mines and Geology

Special Publication 427?

O
O
X
O

i) Strong seismic ground shaking?

iii) Seismicelated ground failure, incliry O O X Il
liquefaction?

O
O
O
X

iv) Landslides?

O
X
O

b) Result in substantial soil erosion or the lo O]
of topsoil?

c) Be located on a geologic unit or soil that | ] ] X ]
unstable, or that would become unstable as

result of theProject and potentially result in

on or off-site landslide, lateral spreading,

subsidence, liquefaction or collapse?

d) Be located on expansive soil,defined in ] ] X ]
Table 181-B of the Uniform Building Code

(1994), creating substantidirect or indirect

risks to life or property?

e) Have soils incapable of adequately O] O O X
supporting the use of septic tanks or

alternative waste water disposal systems

where sewers are not available for the

disposal of waste water?

f) Directly or indirectly destroy a unique ] X (] (]
paleontological resource or site or unique
geologic feature?

The discussion below is based on the Preliminary Geotetiwraestiationprepared by Albus&
Associatesinc., 2@1 (GEO 2021) (AppendixD), the Phase | Environmental Site Assessment,
prepared by StanteqPhase 1 202) (AppendixF), and the Paleontological Assessmespared

by Brian F. Smith and Associates, RAdEQ 202) (AppendixB).
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a) Directly or indirectly causgotential substantial averse effects, including the risk of
loss, injury, or death involving:

I. Rupture of a known earthquake fauls delineated on the most recent AlquiBtriolo
Earthquake Fault Zoning Map issued by the State Geologist for the area or based on
other substantial evidence of a known fault?

Less than Significant Impact heProjectsite is not located within a desaged AlquistPriolo
Earthquake Fault Zorand no faults were identified on the sit@HO 2021). The closet known
active faultis the Elysian Park (Upper) fdoltated approximately 1.74 miles from tReojectite.
Therefore, thgotential for ground ruptre due to an earthquake beneath the site is considered
low andany impact would be less than significant

il. Strong seismic ground shaking?

Less than Significant Impacihe Projectsite is located within a seismically active region of
Southern California. As mentioned previously, Bhsian Park (Upper) fault is located
approximately 1.74 miles from the sifehe amount of motion expected at Bvejectsite can vary

from none to drceful depending upon the distance to the fault and the magnitude of the
earthquake. Greater movemerdn be expected at sites located closer to an earthquake epicenter,
that consists of poorly consolidated material such as alluvium, and in resporesgttujaake of
great magnitudeHowever,the Project site is not located near earthquake epicenteilhus,
greater movement would not be expected.

Structures built in the City Rbsemeadre required to be built in complianeaththe California

Buiting Code(CBG, whichregulates all building and constructiérojecs within the City and
implements a minimum standard for building design and construction that includes specific
requirements for seismic safety, excavation, foundations, retainingandllsjte demolition.
Compliance with the CBC would include the incorporation of: 1) seismic safety features to minimize
the potential for significant effects as a result of earthquakes; 2) proper building footings and
foundations; and 3) constructiontw# building structures so that it would withstand the effects of
strong ground shaking. Implementation of CBC standards would be verifieddity thaing the

plan check andpermitting process. Because the propoBedjectwould be constructed in
compliance with the CBC, the propose&jectwould result in a less than significant impact related

to strong seismic ground shaking.

iii. Seismierelated ground failure, including liquefaction?

Less than Significant Impac§oil liquefaction is a phenomenon in which saturated, cohesionless
soils layers, located within approximately 50 feet of the ground surface, lose strength due to cyclic
pore water pressure generation from seismic shaking or other large cyclic loadmyth2uloss

of stress, the soil acquires omobilityd suffi
Soil properties and soil conditions such as type, age, texture, color, and consistency, along with
historical depths to ground water are usedidentify, characterize, and correlate liquefaction
susceptible soils.

According to the Preliminary Geotechnlica¢stigationtheProjecsite isnotlocated within &tate
designated zone of potentially liquefiable sqiGEO 2021). Additionally, groudwater was not
encountered to the maximum depth of 51.5 feet drilled during exploration. Furthermore,
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groundwater well measurementductedy the Los Angeles County in ¥@nity of theProject

site since 1949 indicate that groundwater has been deeper than 50 feet for more than 70 years.
Therefore, historical high groundwater is anticipated to be deeper than 50 feet below the ground
surface. As a result, the potential for liquefaction to ocenedth the site is considered very low
(GEO 2021)In addition, the proposedrojectwould be required to be constructed in compliance
with the CBC and the Cityds -1Muiohiwoudldpba Verifiedo d e
t hrough t he @&hd peyrittsng ppoceadlvith complianke with existing regulations
impacts related tseismically related ground failure and liquefaction would be less than significant.

iv. Landslides?

No Impact.Landslides and other slope failures are secondary seismitsetiiaioccurduring or
soon after earthquakes. Areas that are most susceptible to earthquakes induced landslides are
steep slopes underlain by loose, weak soils, and areas on or adjacent to existing landslide deposits.

The site is relatively flat with elevations ranging from approximateiyto 363 feet above mean

sea level (02021) and is surrounded bigvel areas that do not include hills or other changes
in topography that mayesult in landslide#&\s described above, therojectsite is located in a
seismically active region subject to strong ground shaking. However, the Geotaukstggtion
states that the site is not within an area identified to have a potenti@rfdsliding[ GEO2021).
Therefore, thérojectwould not cause potential substantial adverse effects related to seismically
induced landslides.

b) Result in soil erosion or the loss of topsoil?

Less than Significant ImpacConstruction of the propos@dojecthas the potential to contribute
to soil erosion and the loss of topsoil. Excavations and grading activities that would be required for
the Projectwould expose and loosen topsoil, which could be eroded by wind or water.

The Cityds KkapteriLl3clé, ptarh Waleo Mamagé€nenimplements the requirements

of the Los Angeles County Regional Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB) National Pollutant
Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) Storm Water Permit OrdeOI2-R475, as amended,

(MS4 Panit) establishes minimum stormwater management requirements and controls that are
required to be implemented for construction activities fdPtbject

To reduce the potential for soil erosion and the loss of topsoil, a Stormwater Pollution Prevention
Pan (SWPPP) is required by these City and RWQCB regulations to be developed by a QSD
(Qualified SWPPP Developer), which would be implemented by PPR W@ SWPPP is required

to address sitspecific conditions related to specific grading and constradimities that could

cause erosion and the loss of topsoil and provide erosion cm#rohanagement practic@MP}p

to reduce or eliminate the erosion and loss of topsoil. Erosion control BMPs include use of silt fencing,
fiber rolls, or gravel bags,stabilized construction entrance/exit, hydroseeding, etc. With
compliance with the Cityods Municipal Code stol
requirements, and installation of PrBjatresiew whi ch
by theDepartment of Public Works, construction impacts related to erosion and loss of topsoil would

be less than significant.

c) Be located on a geologic unit or soil that is unstable, or that would become unstable as a
result of theProject and potentially resul in on- or offsite landslide, lateral spreading,
subsidence, liquefaction or collapse?
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Less than Significant ImpacbLandslides and other forms of mass wasting, including mud flows,
debris flows, and soil slips, occur as soil moves downslope undéuwgheerof gravity. Landslides

are frequently triggered by intense rainfall or seismic shaking. As described in Response a) iv., the
Projectsite is located in eelativelyflat developed urban area that does not contain or adjacent

to large slopes, and thBrojectwould not generate large slopes. Therefore, impacts related to
landslides would not occur.

Lateral spreading is a type of liquefactigmduced ground failure assated with the lateral
displacement of surficial blocks of sediment resulting from liquefaction in a subsurface layer. Once
liquefaction transforms the subsurface layer into a fluid mass, gravity plus the earthquake inertial
forces may cause the mass tovendownslope towards a free face (such as a river channel or an
embankment). Lateral spreading may cause large horizdigislacements and such movement
typically damages pipelines, utilities, bridges, and structures. According to the Geotechnical
Invesgiation theProjectsiteis not within a liquefaction zone, amighgroundwater is ndbcated

at theProjecsite. Therefore, the sit@s a low potential for lateral spreadintn addition, site soils
settlementvould be reduced with implementation of the excavati@hrecompaction dhe upper

two feet of onsite soilas proposed by thdrojectand compliance with the CBIhusimpacts

related to lateral spreading would be less than significant.

Subsidence ia general lowering of the ground surface over a large area that is generally
attributed to lowering of the ground water levels within a groundwater basin. Localized or focal
subsidence or settlement of the ground can occur as a result of an earthquakemaotiarea
where groundwater in basin is loweréd.described previouskyroundwater was not encountered

to the maximum depth of 51.5 feet drilled during seloration(GEO 2021). In addition, he
Projectwould notinvolvegroundwaterpumpng from theProjectarea. Thus impacts related to
subsidence would not occur from implementation &frtject

Also, as described in Response a) iii. Ptiogectsite isnotwithin a potential liquefaction areas
groundwater is not located within 50 feet of tireund surfaceConstruction would include removal

and recompactiomf onsite soils compliance with the CB@ich woul@dlsoreduceany potential

of liguefaction, settlement, and subsidedderefoe, impacts would b&ess than significant. As
described previously, tHerojectwould be required to be constructed in compliance with the CBC
and the Cityds Municipal Code, which would be
process. Thupotential impacts related to liquefaction, settlement, and subsidence would be less
than significant.

d) Be located on expansive soil, as defined in Table-18 of the UniformBuilding Code
(1994), creating substantiadlirect or indirectisks to life orproperty?

Less than Significant ImpacExpansive soils contain certain types of clay minerals that shrink or
swell as the moisture content changes; the shrinking or swelling can shift, crack, or break structures
built on such soils. Arid or semiarid areas with seasonal changes of soil expistigece, such as
southern California, have a higher potential of expansive soils than areas with higher rainfall and
more constant soil moisture.

The Geotechnicéhvestigatiom et er mi ned t hat the sitwrylsowd s ar
expansion potential based on sdésting(GEO 2021) In addition, aslescribed in the previous
responses, therojectwould be required to be constructed in compliance with the CB@eand
Cityds Muni ci p aslappr@paateebackfili, kampactioneof soils,r aad foundation
design to ensure stabl e soil splancdhéck anghermittmgi | d b e
process. Thus, impacts related to expansive soils woldddxthan significant.
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e) Have soils incapable of adequately supporting the use of septic tanks or alternative
wastewater disposal systems where sewers are not available for the disposal of
wastewater?

No Impact.No septic tanks or alternative wastewatisposal systems are proposétheProject

would install onsite sewers that would connect to the existing infrastructure that is adjacent to the
site. Thereforeno impacts related to the use of such facilities would occur from implementation of
theProjet.

f) Directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological resource or site or unique geologic
feature?

Less than Significantvith Mitigation Incorporated Paleontological resources, or fossils, are the
remains of ancient plants and animals thatgrawide scientifically significant information about

the history of lifeocar t h . Pal eontol ogi cal osensitivityo
unit to produce scientifically significant fossils. This sensitivity is determined by rock typmrgas

of the rock unit in producing significant fossils, and fossil localities that are recorded from that unit.
Paleontological sensitivity is assigned based on fossil data collected from the entire geologic unit,
not just a specific site.

ThePalemtological Assessmeonnfirmed that Holocene young alluvial fan and valley deposits are
mapped at the surface of the site. Based on the lack of known significant fossil localities nearby
and a low sensitivity ratingssigned toHoloceneaged young allivid deposits for yielding
paleontological resources, it is recommended that paleontological monitoring not be implemented
during mass grading and excavation activities, since impacts to potential paleontological resources
are considered to béess than siditant. Although monitoring for paleontological resources is not
required forthe Project should paleontological resources be discovered at any time during earth
disturbance activitiepursuant to MM PAL, a paleontologst shall be contacted assess the find
(PALEO 2021)mplementation of MM PAlwould reduce impacte paleontological resources to

less thamsignificant.

Existing Plans, Programs, or Policies

PPP GEE.: California Building CodeTheProjecis requirel to comply with the California Building
Code as included i rChaptark.043a ptegluilessighficantiadverge aeffectsC o d e
associated with seismic hazards. California Building Code related and geologist and/or civil
engineer specificatisnfor theProjectare required to be incorporated into grading plans and
specifications as a conditionRyfojectapproval.

PPP WL: SWPPRerior to grading permit issuance, Br@jectdeveloper shall have a Stormwater

Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPBRpared by a QSD (Qualified SWPPP Developer) in
accordance with t he dB.16BtornwakkuManagempnadnd Dsohdrge Ch a |
Control and the Los Angeles County RWQCB NPDES Storm Water Permit Orde2(N@- R4

0175. The SWPPP shall incogierall necessary Best Management Practices (BMPs) and other
NPDES regulations to limit the potential of erosion and polluted runoff during construction activities.
Projectcontractors shall be required to ensure compliance with the SWPPP and permit periodic
inspection of the construction site by Cifgagemeadtaff or its designee to confirm compliance.

Mitigation Measures

55



Mission Villas Residentfabject
E | P | D sSoOLUTIONS, INC. Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration

Mitigation Measure PAI1: Incidental DiscoveriesPrior to issuance of a grading permit, the City

of Rosemead Plannimepartment shall verify that all Project grading and construction plans and
specifications state that in the event that potential padéagital resources are discovered during
excavation, grading, or construction activities, work shall cease within 50 feet of the find until a
gualified paleontologist (i.e., a practicing paleontologist that is recognized in the paleontological
community ahis proficient in vertebrate paleontology) from the City or County List of Qualified
Paleontologists has evaluated the femad established a protocol for addressing the fimd,
accordance with federal and state regulations. Construction personnebstalllect or move any
paleontological materials and associated materials. If any fossil remains are discovered, the
paleontologist shall make a recommendation if monitoring shall be required for the continuance of
earth moving activitieand shall prode such monitoring if required

Sources

Paleontological Assessment, prepared by Brian F. Smith and Associates2I{RAIZDO 202)
(Appendix E).

Phase | Environmental Site Assessment, prepa&drigqPhase 12021) (AppendixP).

Preliminary Geotechnichivestigationprepared by Albus& Associatednc., 2@0 (GEO 2021)
(AppendixD).
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8. GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS
Would theProject

a) Generate greenhouse gas emissions, eitt O O X O
directly or indirectly, that may have a
significant impact on the environment?

b) Conflict with an applicable plan, policy or O O = O
regulation adopted for the purpose of reducir
the emissions of greenhouse gases?

The discussion below is based onAtin€Quality, Energy, andsreenhouse Gas Impact Analysis
prepared by EPD Solutiorisc., which iscluded a®\ppendixA.

Explanation

Constituent gases of the Earthds atmosphere,
critical role in the Earthoés radiation amount
which otherwise would have escaped to spBteminent grenhouse gases contributing to this
process include carbon dioxide (§@nethane (Ci ozone (@), water vapor, nitrous oxide {),

and chlorofluorocarbons (CFCs). This phenomenon, known as the Greenhouse Effect, is responsible
for maintaining a habitdle climate. Anthropogenic (caused or produced by humans) emissions of
these greenhouse gases in excess of natural ambient concentrations are responsible for the
enhancement of the Greenhouse Effect ang have
natural climate, known as global warming or climate change. Emissions of gases that induce global
warming are attributable to human activities associated with industrial/manufacturing, agriculture,
utilities, transportation, and residential land uses.

Section 15364.5 of the California Code of Regulations defines GHGs to include carbon dioxide,
methane, nitrous oxide, hydrofluorocarbons, perfluorocarbons and sulfur hexafluoride.
Transportation i s responsi bl e énussions followed byc e nt
electricity generation. Emissions of @@l NoO are byproducts of fossil fuel combustion. Methane,

a potent greenhouse gas, results fromgaf$sing associated with agricultural practices and
landfills. Sinks of COwhere CQis sbred outside of the atmosphere, include uptake by vegetation

and dissolution into the ocean.

California has passed several bills and the Governor has signed at least three executive orders
regarding greenhouse gases. GHG statues and executive ordera¢k@¢ AB 32, SB 1368, EO
S03-05, EO $20-06 and EO 1-07. These regulations require the use of alternative energy,
such as solar poweolarProjecs produce electricity with no GHG emissions and assist in offsetting
GHG emissions produced by fefsdHired power plants.
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a) Generate greenhouse gas emissions, either directly or indirectly, that may have a significant
impact on the environment?

Less than Significant ImpacGlobal climate change (GCC) describes alterations in weather
features (e.g..@mperature, wind patterns, precipitation, and storms) that occur across the Earth as
a whole. GCC is not confined to a particuRmojectarea and is generally accepted as the
consequence of global industrialization over the last 200 years. A tippajait, even a very large

one, does not generate enough GHG emissions on its own to influence global climate change
significantly; hence, the issue of global climate change is, by definition, a cumulative environmental
impact.

The principal GHGs of concern contributing to the greenhouse effect are CO2, CH4, N20,
hydrofluorocarbons, perfluorocarbons, and sulfur hexafluoride. GHGs are produced by both direct
and indirect emissions sources. Direct emissions include consungiticai gasy heating and

cooling of buildings, landscaping activities and other equipment used directly by land uses. Indirect
emissions include the consumption of fossil fuels for vehicle trips, electricity generation, water usage,
and solid waste disposalhe large majority of GHG emissions generated from residentigcs

are related to vehicle trips.

The City has not established local CEQA significance thresholds for GHG emissions; however, the
SCAQMD has proposed interim numeric GHG significapsadtds that are based on capture of
approximately 90 percent of emissions from development, which is 3,000 metric tons carbon
dioxide equivalent (MTCO2e) per year (SCAQMD 20@)nstruction emissions are amortized

over a period of 30 years, added to theperational emissions, and compared to the applicable
thresholdThis approach is widely used by cities in the South Coast Air Basin, including the City of
RosemeadAs such, this threshold is utilized herein to determine if GHG emissionsRropethis

would be significant.

Construction

During construction, temporary sources of GHG emissions include construction equipment and
wor kersod commutes to and fbasediuels treatessGHGssuchdsh e ¢
CQO,, CH, and NO. Constructin GHG emissions associated with the propoBegjectwere

modeled using CalEEMod and are presented in Tablé-1. As shown on Table GHG the
Projecthas the potential to generate a total of approximatelg MTCO2e per year from
construction emissionsaatized over 30 years per SCAQMD methodology.

Table GHGL: ProjectConstruction Emissions

Annual GHG Emissions

Activity (MTCQe)
2023 369
2024 2

Total Emissions 371

Total Emissions Amortize|
Over 30 Years
Source: EPD, 20ZAppendix A)

12

Operation

During operations, thproposed residencewould generate longerm GHG emissions from
vehicular trips; water, natural gas, and electricity consumption; and solid waste generation. Natural
gas use results in the emissiotwofGHGs: CH (the major component of natural gas) and.CO
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(from the comlstion of natural gas). Electricity use can result in GHG production if the electricity is

generated by combusting fossil fuel.

Operational GHG emissions associated witltheesidential uniteere modeled using CalEEMod
and are presented in TableHG-2. The large majority of GHG emissions generated from the
residences woulde from vehicletrips. As shown in Table GFX5the Projectwould generate
approximately 601 MTCO2e per year which is less thahe SCAQMD threshold of 3,000
MTCOZ2e. Thereforenpacts would be less than significant

Table GH&2: ProjectTotal GHG Emissions

Annual GHG Emissior

Activity (MTCQe)
ProjectOperational Emissions
Mobile 412
Area 10
Energy 172
Water 4
Waste 3
TotalProjectGross 601
Operation Emissions
ProjectConstruction 12
Emissions
Total Emissions 613
Significance Threshold 3,000
Threshold Exceeded? No

Source: EPD, 20 (Appendix A)

b) Conflict with an applicable plan, policy or regulation adopted for the purpose of reducing

the emissions of greenhouse gases?

Less than Significanimpact. TheProjectwould not conflict with an applicable plan, policy or
regulation adoptedor the purpose of reducing the emissions of greenhouse gases. As described in
the previousesponse, thérojectwould not exceed thresholds related to GHG emissions. In
addition, he Projectwould comply with regulations imposed by the state and the SCAQMD that

reduceGHG emissions, as described below:

1 Global Warming Solutions Act of 2006 (AB 32) is applicable tdPtitogectbecause many
of the GHG reduction measures outlined iB2g.g., low carbon fuel standard, advanced
clean car standards, and camdtrade) have been adopted over the last 5 years and
implementatioactivities are ongoing. The propod@ajectvould not conflict with fuel and

car standards or cajand-trade.

1 Pavley Fuel Efficiency Standards (AB 1493) establishes fuel efficiency ratings for new
(model year 20092016) passenger cars and light trucks. Phgectwould develop new
residential unitghat would not conflict with fuel efficiency standards for vehicles

1 Title 24 California Code of Regulations (Title 24) establishes energy efficiency requirements
for new construction that address the energy efficiency of new (and altered) buildings. The
Projectis required to comply with Title 24, which would be verliiethe City during the

plan check anghermitting process.
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1 Title 17 California Code of Regulations (Low Carbon Fuel Standard [LCFS]) requires carbon
content of fuel sold in California to be 10 percent less by 2020. Because the LCFS applies
to any transportation fuel that is sold or supplied in California, altieetnips generated
by the Projectwould comply with LCFS.

1 California Water Conservation in Landscaping Act of 2006 (AB 1881) provides
requirements to ensure water efficient landscapes in new development and reduced water
waste in existing landscapes. Hrejectis required to comply with AB 1881 landscaping
requirements, which would be verified by the City duringoliie check angermitting
process.

1 Emissions from vehicles, which are a main source of operational GHG emissions, would be
reduced throughmplementation of federal and state fuel and air quality emissions
requirements that are implemented by CARB. In addition, as described in the previous
response, thEerojectwould not result in an exceedance of an air quality standard.

The City currentlyas not have an adopted Climate Action Plan to reduce GHG emissions, and as
described in the previous response, emissions would not exceed the thresholds. Therefore,
implementation of th€rojectwould not conflict with any applicable plan, policy or ratiah

adopted for the purpose of reducing the emissions of greenhouse gases.

Existing Plans, Programs, or Policies

See (b) above for applicable regulations.

Mitigation Measures

No mitigation measures related to greenhouse gas emissiaesgj@red.
Sources

South Coast Air Quality Management District Draft Guidance Dodumienim CEQA Greenhouse
Gas Significance Thresholds (SCAQMD 2008). Accessed:
http://www.agmd.gov/docs/defaultsource/ceqa/handbook/greenhotgases(ghg}ceqga
significancethresholds/ghgattachmente.pdf

Air Quality,Energy, andsreenhouse Gas, Impact Analysis. PrepareBP Solutiof&PD,
2022) (Appendix A).
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Potentially Less Than Less Than No
Significant Significant  Significant Impact
Impact with Impact
Mitigation
Incorporated

9. HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS
MATERIALSNould theProject

a) Create a significant hazard to the public ol ] ] X ]
the environment through the routine transpor
use, or disposal of hazardous materials?

b) Create a significant hazard to the public ol ] ] X ]
the environment through reasonably

foreseeable upset and accident conditions

involving the release of hazardous materials

into the environment?

¢) Emit hazardous emissions or handle ] ] X ]
hazardous or acutely hazardous materials,

substances, or waste within-guarter mile of

an existing or proposed school?

d) Be located on a site which is included on ¢ ] ] ] X
list of hazardous materials sites compiled

pursuant to Government Code Section 6596:

and, as a result, would it create a significant

hazard tothe public or the environment?

e) For aProjectiocated within an airport land ] ] ] X
use plan or, where such a plan has not been

adopted, within two miles of a public airport ¢

public use airport, wdd theProjectresult in a

safety hazardor excessive noiger people

residing or working in tHerojectarea?

f) Impair implementation of or physically ] ] X ]
interfere with an adopted emergency respon:
plan or emergency evacuation plan?

g) Expose people or structuregthe directly O] O] O] X
or indirectlyto a significant risk of loss, injury
or death involving wildland fir@s

The discussion below is based on the PHamgrdnmental Site Assessment, prepare8tantec
(Phase R021) (AppendixF and Remedial Excavation Completion Repoepared by Stantec
(Excavation 2022jAppendixG).

a) Create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through the routine transport,
use, or disposal of hazardous materials?

Less than Significant ImpacA hazardous material is defined as any material that, due to its
guantity, concentration, or physical or chemical characteristics, poses a significant present or
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potential hazard to human health and safetyt@environment if released into the environment
Hazardous materials include, but are not limited to, hazardous substances, hazardous wastes, and
any material that regulatory agencies have a reasonable basis for believing would be injuries to
the health and safety of persons or harmful to the envinanfreleased into the home, workplace,

or environment. Hazardous wastes require special handling and disposal because of their potential
to damage public health and the environment.

Construction

The proposed construction activities would involveathgport, use, and disposal of hazardous
materials such as paints, solvents, oils, grease, and cdualkitidjtion, hazardous materials would

be needed for fueling and servicing construction equipment on the site. These types of materials
are not acutelyhazardous, and all storage, handling, use, and disposal of these materials are
regulated by federal and state requiremeritsat are implemented by the City during building
permitting for construction activitiEsese regulations include:féeral Occupational Safety and
Health Act and Hazardous Materials Transportation Act; Title 8 of the California Code of
Regulations (CalOSHA), and the state Unified Hazardous Waste and Hazardous Materials
Management Regulatory PrograAs a result, rougntransport and use of hazardous materials
during construction would be less than significant.

Operation

TheProjectinvolves operation &7 newtwo-storydwelling unitand central common open space

which involve routinely using hazardous materidigding solvents, cleaning agents, paints,
pesticides, batteries, fertilizers, and aerosol cans. These types of materials are not acutely
hazardous and would only be used and stored in limited quantities. The normal routine use of these
hazardous materialproducts pursuant to existing regulations would not result in a significant
hazard to people or the environment in the vicinity oPtiogect Therefore, operation of tHeroject

would not result in a significant hazard to the public or to the envirottimaumgh the routine
transport, use, or disposal of hazardous waste, and impacts would be less than significant.

b) Create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through reasonably foreseeable
upset and accident conditions involving the relsa of hazardous materials into the
environment?

Less than Significant Impact.

Construction

Accidental ReleasesWhile the routine use, storage, transport, and disposal of hazardous
materials in accordance with applicable regulations during construction activities would not pose
health risks or result in significant impacts; improper use, storage, transportatispesal of
hazardous materials and wastes could result in accidental spills or releases, posing health risks to
workers, the public, and the environment. To avoid an impact related to an accidental release, the
use of best management practices (BMPs)gloonstruction would be implemented as part of a
Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) as required by the National Pollution Discharge
Elimination System Gene€@dnstruction Permit (and included as PPP1W@nplementation of

an SWPPP would mimne potential adverse effects to workers, the public, anctivronment.
Construction contract specifications would include ssit# bandling rules and BMPs that include,

but are not limited to:

1 Establishing a dedicated area for fuel storage anflisfing and construction dewatering
activities that includes secondary containment protection measures and spill control supplies;
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T Foll owing manufacturersd recommendations o
products used in construction;

Avoiding overtopping construction equipment fuel tanks;

Properly containing and removing grease and oils during routine maintenance of
equpment; and

1 Properly disposing of discarded containers of fuels and other chemicals.

Historical OnSite Agricultural Use The Projectsite was used for agricultural uses from
approximately 1928 through t he 19chrBidesedkelAp pl i C ¢
to have occurred during this time peripdtentially resultingn the accumulation of pesticides and

metals common with heidie application in shallow soils at te#e. Therefore, the former
agriculturalactivity on the sitevasconsidered a RB@y the Phase | ESRhase | 202).

Inresponse to thpotential accumulation of pesticides and herbididése soil onsitend the REC
identified in the Phase | ES3{antec oversaw the excavation and removal of approximately 300
cubt yards of impacted soil on March 28, 202Zhe excavation removed soil that was
contaminateavithchlordando below screening levetsa maximum depth of 5 feet below ground
surface (bgs)Post remediation sigide chlordane levelsvere reported belowscreening levels
(Excavation 2022)As such, no further action with respect to chlordane impacts in soil is warranted
as impacts were reduced to levéimt are less than significanAdditionally, the shallow soil
investigation recommended in the Phd&Alis no longemwarranted as contaminated soils have
been removedTherefore, construction of the Project would not result in a significant hazard to the
environment, residents, or workers in the vicinity of the Project site and impacts would be less than
significant.

Operation

As described previously, operation of the propo3&dwo-story dwelling unit@nd related site
improvementscludes use of limited hazardous materials, such as solvents, cleaning agents, paints,
pesticides, batteries, fertilizers, and aerosol cans. Normal routine use of typical residential products
pursuant to existing regulations would not result in a sagntifiazard to the environment, residents,

or workers in the vicinity of tiRroject Therefore, impacts would be less than significant.

c) Emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous materials, substances, or waste within one
guarter mile of an existing o proposed school?

Less than Significant Impacthere are n@xisting or proposedchoolsvithin onequarter mile of

the Projectsite.The closest schools to the siteEarena W. Shuey Elementary School lodca@d

mileto the soutivest MuscateMiddle School locate@l.38 mileto the southeasiRosemead High
Schoolocated 0.45 milgo the west and Gabrielino High School located 0.58 mile southwiesst.
described previouslgonstruction and operation of theojectwould involve the use, storagad
disposal of small amounts of hazardous materials oRrbjectsite. These hazardous materials
would be limited and used and disposed of in compliance with federal, state, and local regulations,
which would reduce the potential for accidental reddaso the environment nearschool. The
emissions that would be generated from construction and operatiorPobjbetwere evaluated

in the air quality analysis discussed above, and the emissions generated fPoojeitiaould not

cause or contribeito an exceedance of the federal or state air quality standards. ThuBrdje=t

would not emit hazardous or handle acutely hazardous materials, substances, or waste near
school, and impacts would be less than significant.
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d) Be located on a site whichs included on a list of hazardous materials sites compiled
pursuant to Government Code Section 65962.5 and, as a result, would it create a significant
hazard to the public or the environment?

No Impact. According to the California Department of Toxic Substances Control EnviroStor
database and the Phase | Environmental Site Assessment prepared for fPleasiee1p021) the
Projecssiteisnotlocated on onearby anyhazardous material sitéisted,pursuant to Government

Code Section 65962.%s a result, impacts related to hazards from being located on or adjacent
to a hazardous materials site would not occur from implementation of the pr&posed

e) For aProjectwithin an airport land use plan, o where such a plan has not been adopted,
within two miles of a public airport or public use airport, would therojectresult in a safety
hazard or excessive noisdor people residing or working in thé°rojectarea?

No Impact.TheProjecsite is not wiin two miles of an airport. The closest airport iS&meGabriel
Valley Airport, which i2.5 mileseastof the Projectsite. Thd’rojectsite is not located within any
land use compatibility zone for the nearest airport, nor is it within an airport safetyAdo€
2022). Therefore, th@rojectwould not result in a safety hazard for people residing or working in
the Projectareas, and nampacts would occur.

f) Impair implementation of an adopted emergency response plan or emergency evacuation
plan?

Less than Significant Impact.

Construction

The proposed construction activities, including equipment g@hd staging and storage, would

occur within thBrojectsite and would not restrict access of emergency vehiclesRoojeetsite

or adjacent areas. During construction oRtaectdriveway,Mission Drivevould remain open to
ensure adequate emergency access tétiogeciarea and vicinity. Impacts related to interference

with an adopted emergency response or evacuation plan during construction activities would be
less than significant.

Operation

Operation of the proposeérojectwould not result in a physical interference with an emergency
response evacuation. Direct access t@tbgctsite would be provided frovlission Drivewvhich

isa 4-lane minorarterial roadway that isadjacent to theProjectsite. Théd°rojectis also equired

to design and construct internal access and provide fire suppression facilities (e.g., hydrants and
sprinklers) in conformance with the City Municipal Code and the Fire Deparionéatapproval

to ensure adequate emergency access pursuarg tedhirements in Section 503 of the California
Fire Code (Title 24, California Code of Regulations, Part 9) and the Fire Code included per
Municipal Code Chapteét.24). As a result, the proposdrtojectwould not impair implementation

of or physically irgrfere with an adopted emergency response plan or emergency evacuation plan,
and impacts would be less than significant.

g) Expose people or structuresither directly or indirectlyto a significant risk of loss, injury
or death involving wildland fires?
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No Impact.According to the California Fire Hazard Severity Zones mapping and Figur&it@.5,
Hazard Severity Zones Policy Mdphe Los Angeles County General Plan, the CRosémead
(including thérojectsite) is not within a Very High Fire Haz&elerityZone.TheProjectsite is
located within amrbanizedarea and development of the site with residential wsadd not result
in impacts related to the exposure of people or structures to loss,angegth involving wildland
fires.

Existing Plans, Programs, or Policies

There are no impact reducing Plans, Programs, or Policies reldtedatmls and hazardous
materialsthat are applicable to thé>roject

Mitigation Measure

No mitigation measures relatedhiazards and hazardous materiale required.

Sources

Department of Toxic Substances Control EnviroStor Database (Envirostor): Available:
https://www.envirostor.dtsc.ca.gov/public/

LA Countyods Ai rport Land UAvalable: Co mmi
https://lacounty.maps.arcgis.com/apps/webappviewer/index.html?id=acf2e87194a54af9b266
bf07547f240a

Los Angeles County Department of Regional Planning (Los Angeles County 2015). General Plan
2035. Figure 12.5, Fire Hazard Severity Zones Policy Map. Adopteob®r 6, 2015. Available

at: https//planning.lacounty.gov/assets/upfrojectgp_2035 2021-FIG_12
5_Fire_Hazard_Severity_Zones_Policy_Map_Responsibility.pdf

Stantec. Phase | Environmental Site Asse¢Bimese 2021) (AppendixF).
Stantec. Remedial Ex@tion Completion Report (Excavation 2022) (AppeBjlix

Cal Fire California Fire Hazard Severity Zones (FHSZ). Availaityes://egis.fire.ca.gov/IFHSZ/
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10. HYDROLOGY AND WATER
QUALITY would theProject

a) Violate any water quality standards or
waste discharge requiremewisotherwise
substantially degrade surface or ground wate

quality?

b) Substantially dereasegroundwater supplies
or interfere substantially with groundwater
recharge such th#lhe Projectmay impede
sustainable groundwater management of the
basin?

¢) Substantially alter the existing drainage
pattern of the site or area, including through
the alteration of theaurse of a stream or river
or through the addition of impervious surface
in a manner which would

i) result in substantial erosion or siltationoon
off-site;

i) substantially increase the rate or amount ¢
surface runoff in a manner which would resul
flooding on or offsite;

i) create or contribute runoff water which
would exceed the capacity of existing or
planned stormwatedrainage systems or
provide substantial additional sources of
polluted runoff; or

iv) impede or redirect flood flows?

d) In flood hazard, tsunami, or sectones, risk
release of pollutants due ®rojectinundation?

e) Conflict with opbstruct implementation of &
water quality control plan or sustainable
groundwater management plan?

Potentially
Significant
Impact

O

Less Than LessThan No
Significant  Significant Impact
with Impact
Mitigation
Incorporated

] X ]
] X ]
] X ]
] X ]
] X ]
] X ]
] X ]
] ] X
] ] X

The discussion below is based on the Preliminary Hydrology Stutgvanchpact Development
Plan 2022. Prepared ly C&V Consulting In@&ppendixH and I).

a) Violate any water quality standards or waste discharge requirements or otherwise
substantially degrade surface or ground water quality?
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Less Than Significant Impact.

Construction

Construction of thBrojectwould require grading and excavation of soils, which would loosen
sediment, and then have the potential to mix with surface water runoff and degrade water quality.
Additionally, construction would require the use of heavy eenipamd constructioelated

chemicals, such as concrete, cement, asphalt, fuels, oils, antifreeze, transmission fluid, grease, solvents
and paints.Without implementation of a SWRRhese potentially harmful materials could be
accidentally spilled or immpperly disposed of during construction and, if mixed with surface water

runoff, could wash into and pollute waters.

These types of water quality impacts during construction Bfajectvould be prevented through
implementation of a SWPPP. Constructidhe Projectwould disturb more than one acre of sail;
therefore, the proposeBrojectwould be required to obtain coverage under the NPDES General
Permit for Discharges of Storm Water Associated with Construction Activity. Construction activity
subjectto this permit includes clearing, grading, and ground disturbances such as trenching,
stockpiling, or excavation. The Construction General Permit requires implementation of a SWPPP
that is required to identify all potential sources of pollution thateasanably expected to affect

the quality of storm water discharges from the construction site. The SWPPP would generally contain
a site map showing the construction perimeter, proposed buildings, stormwater collection and
discharge points, general prand postconstruction topography, drainage patterns across the site,

and adjacent roadways. The SWPPP would also include construction BMPs.

Adherence to the existing requirements and implementation of the appropriate BMPs as ensured
t hr ou g h planiheck &hdedrmgitbng process are included as PPP-W@hich would ensure

that theProjectwould not violate any water quality standards or waste discharge requirements,
potential water quality degradation associated with construction activities woulaiinézel, and

impacts would be less than significant.

Operation

Thenew residential usesould introduce pollutants such as, chemicals from household cleaners,
nutrients from fertilizer, pesticides and sediments from landscdgingsti¢drash and debrisand

oil and grease from vehiclesthout implementation of a WQMPhese pollutants could potentially
discharge into surface waters and result in degradation of water quality. Th&sofbetwould

be required to comply with existing regulations thmit lihe potential for pollutants to discharge

from the site.

Chapterl3.160f t he Ci tyds Mu n i2creqgprasliimpleroedtationatvV@MdP PP P Wi
based on the anticipated pollutants that could result fronPtbgect The BMP would include

pollutant source control features and pollutant treatment control fe@wgstdrainage on the
sitewouldincludeonsite catch basins, infiltration systeand a detention pipe system to capture

and treat stormwaterStormwate runoff would be conveyed via proposed onsite gutter and
directed to a curb inlefTwo additional catch basins would be located along the center of the
Projectsite to convey stormwater into the underground storm drain system. All onsite catch basins
woull be connected by storm drainpipes to the drywell infiltration system for water quality
treatment.

With implementation of the WQMP, pursuant to the City Municipal Code, (included as PP WQ
which would be verified during tipgan check angermittingprocess for the proposderojectthe
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proposedProjectwould not violate any water quality standards or waste discharge requirements,
and impacts would be less than significant.

b) Substantially decrease groundwater supplies or interfere substantially witognhdwater
recharge such that th€rojectmay impede sustainable groundwater management of the
basin?

Less Than Significant ImpactheProjectcurrently receives watérom the California American
Water-LosAngelesDistrictthat receives a portion of thd i s twatersupd@yfrom the Baldwin

Hills Central Basin, San Marino Raymond Basin, DugirteSkh Gabriel Basirand San Marino

Main SanGabriel BasinThe Basiadjudicated and water extractions amreanaged by the Water

Digrict, which regulates the amount of groundwater pumped from the Basin and sets the Basin
Production Percentage for all pumpers. In additiorRthiectvouldreceive water supplies through
theCitp s wat er s unopektnact grourdlwateo u | d

As cescribed in the previous response, the Project would include onsite catch basins, infiltration
systems, and a detention pipe system to capture and treat stormwater. Stormwater runoff would
be conveyed via proposed onsite gutter and directed to a curh ihteb additional catch basins

would be located along the center of the Project site to convey stormwater into the underground
storm drain system. All onsite catch basins would be connected by storm drainpipes to the drywell
infiltration system for water glity treatment.The Project would implement water efficient
plumbing fixtureand wouldcomplywith the CalGreen Plumbing Code along with installimgter

efficient landscape irrigation systefhusthe proposedProjectwould implement groundwater
recharge through onsite infiltratiprand Projectinterference with groundwater recharge or
groundwater management would not occur fronPtiogect Impacts would be less than significant.

c) Substantially alter theexisting drainage pattern of the site or area, including through the
alteration of the course of a stream or river or through the addition of impervious surfaces,
in a manner which would:

i. Resultin substantial erosion or siltation onor off-site;

Less Tan Significant ImpactTheProjectsite does not contain, nor is adjacent to, a
stream, river, creek, or other flowing water body. Thus, impacts related to alteration of
the course of a stream or river would not occur.PFogectsiteis relatively flat and

would drain into the internal stormwater system proposed.

Construction

Construction of tHerojectwould require grading and excavation of soils, which would
loosen sediment and could result in erosion or siltation. However, asedescrib
previously, construction of the propo&e¥djectrequires City approval of a SWPPP
prepared by a Qualified SWPPP Developer, as included by PPPIWIhe SWPPP is
requiredd ur i ng tplane cheCk andpdinsitting processand would include
constructioBMPs to reduce erosion or siltation. Typical BMPs for erosion or siltation,
include use of silt fencing, fiber rolls, gravel bags, stabilized construction driveway, and
stockpile management (as described in the previous above). Adherence to the existing
requirements and implementation of the required BMPs pepléme check and
permitting process would ensure that erosion and siltation associated with construction
activities would be minimized, and impacts would be less than significant.
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Operation

ThePjectsite is currently isturbed with a partially paved asphalt drivewayhe
existing condition has 98.5% (3.33 acres) pervious area and 1.5% (0.05 acre)
impervious area. After development of the Project, the site would have 14% (0.47 acres)
pervious ara and 86% (2.91 acres) impervious area. The proposed Project would
increase the overall impervious footprint by 84.5% (2.86 adfesjeverthe Project
would maintain the existing drainage patter and install a new onsite stormwater
drainage systenPervious areas onsite would be landscaped and would not generate
soils that could erode. In addition, the proposed drainage infrastructure vosukhsl

retain stormwater, which would also limit the potential for erosion or siltation. Also, as
described previously, the City requires rejectto implement a WQMP (as included

by PPP W@2) that would implement BMPs, which reduce erosion andrsiléetia

result, stormwater runoff and the potential for erosion and siltation would not increase
with implementation of the proposetbject Therefore, the proposd@rojectvould not

alter the existing drainage pattern in tReojectarea and would not reult in substantial
erosion or siltation ewr offsite. Impacts would be less tisagnificant.

ii. Substantiallyincrease the rate or amount of surface runoff in a manner which would
result in flooding on or offsite;

Less Than Significant ImpacAs described in the previous response Ptugectsite

does not contain, nor is adjacent to, a stream, river, creek, or other flowing water body.
Thus, impacts related to alteration of the course of a stream or river would not occur. In
addition, the propose@rojectwould be required to implement a SWPRncluded as

PPP WQL1) during construction that would implement BMPs, such as the use of silt
fencing, fiber rolls, and gravel bags, that would ensure that runoff would not
substantially increase during construction, and flooding onsiteoffould nobccur.

As described previously, after development of the Project, the site would have 14%
(0.47 acres) pervious area and 86% (2.91 acres) impervious area. The proposed
Project would increase the overall impervious footprint by 84.5% (2.86 acres) However,
the Projectwouldimplement an operational WQMP (as included by PPR2)®at

would install an onsite storm drain systeat would includex drywell systemand
perforated storm drain piping for infiltratio husthe Projectwould not increase the

rate or amount of surface runp#ind flooding on or offsite would not occumpacts
would be less than significant.

iii. Createor contribute runoff water which would exceed the capacity of existing or
planned stormwater drainage systems or provide substantial additional sources of
polluted runoff; or

Less Than Significant ImpachAs described in the previous responses, the proposed
Projectwould be required to implement a SWPPP (included as PPR)VdQring
construction that would implement BMPs, such as the use of silt fencing, fiber rolls, and
gravel bags, that would ensure that runoff would not substantially increase during
constructiognd that pollutants would not discharge fromRhgjectsite, which would

reduce potential impacts to drainage systems and water quality to a less than significant
level.
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As described previously, after development of the Project, the site would have 14%
(0.47 acres) pervious area and 86% (2.91 acres) impervious HieaevertheProject

would implement an operational WQMP (included as PPRP2Wtat would install an
onsite storm drain systehat would include a drywell systemith a filtration system

and perforated storm drain piping for infiltratiomhus, operation of the proposed
Projectwould not substantially increase stormwater runoff, and pollutants would be
filtered onsite. Impacts related to drainage systems and polluted runoff would be less
than significant with implementation of the existing requirements, which would be
verified during theplan check angermitting process.

iv. Impedeor redirect flood flows?

Less Than Significant ImpactheProjectsite is located in Zon& per the Federal
Emergency Management Administration (FEMA) Flood Insurance Rate Map (FIRM) panel
06037C1675F (FEMA022). The site is identified as ZoAdecause it is located in an

area witha 1% annual chance of flooding and a 26% chance of floodirey av30-

year period Thus, the proposéttojectwould not impede or redirect flood flows, and
impacts wouldbe less than significant

d) In flood hazard, tsunami, or seiche zones, risk release of pollutants due Rmject
inundation?

No Impact. The Projectsite is located in Zone A per the Federal Emergency Management
Administration (FEMA) Flood Insurance Rate Map (FIRM) panel 06037C1675F (FEMAU&022).
the Projectvould not be located in a flood hazard zone, which would result in release of pollutants
due to inundation of the site.

A seiche is a surface wave created when an inland body of water is shaken, usually by earthquake
activity. The site also is not subject to flooding hazards associated with a seichethecaase

nolarge body of surface ater located nearthe Projectsite to result in effects related to a seiche,
which could result in release in pollutants due to inundation of the site.

The Pacific Ocean is locateder 23 milessouthwestf the Projectsite; consequently, there is no
potential for theProjectsite to be inundated by a tsunami that could release pollutants. In addition,
the Projectsite is flat and not located near any steep hillsides; therefore, there is no potential for
the site to beadversely affected by mudflow. Thus, implementation of the proftsgstiwould

not expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury, or death involving inundation by
seiche, tsunami, or mudflow that could release pollutants due tatimmuod theProjectsite. No

impact would occur.

e) Conflict with or obstruct implementation of a water quality control plan or sustainable
groundwater management plan?

No Impact.As described previously, tReojectwould be required to have an approved SWPPP,

which would include construction BMPs to minimize the potential for construction related sources of
pollution. For operations, the proposadjectvould be required to implement source control BMPs

to minimizethe introduction of pollutants; and treatment control BMPs to treat runoff. With
implementation of the operational source and treatment control BMPs that would be required by
the City during th@rojectpermitting and approval process (pursuant to PPRMW&Qd PPP WQ
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2), potential pollutants would be reduced to the maximum extent feasible, and implementation of
the proposedProjectwould not obstruct implementation of a water quality control plan.

As described previously, water supplies are provided leyGhlifornia AmericatWater Los

Angeles Countyistrict that extracts water from tl&entral Basin. Groundwater pumping is
regulated through a Basin Production Percentage to ensure the groundwater supply is sustainable.
In addition, thérojectwould not extract groundwater. Thus, the propdd®jectwould not result

in theobstruction or cordtiwith a groundwater management pland impacts would be less than
significant.

Existing Plans, Programs, or Policies

PPP WGQL: Stormwater Pollution Prevention PlaRrior to grading permit issuance, fRmject

developer shall have a Stormwater PadiatPrevention Plan (SWPPP) prepared by a Qualified
SWPPP Developer (QSD) in accor dab3d@andthetoh t he
AngelesRegional Water Quality Control Board National Pollution Discharge Elimination System
(NPDES) Storm Wateermit Order No. R2012-0175 (MS4 Permit). The SWPPP shall incorporate

all necessary Best Management Practices (BMPs) and other NPDES regulations to limit the potential
of erosion and polluted runoff during construction actitiegctcontractorshall be required to

ensure compliance with the SWPPP and permit periodic inspection of the construction site by the
City of Rosemeadtaff to confirm compliance.

PPP WE2: Water Quality Management PlanPrior to grading permit issuance, tReoject

applicant shall have a Water Quality Management Plan (WQMP) approved by the City for
implementation. Thojecs hal | compl y wi t h t18¥andthe MubigpalMu ni c |
Separate Storm Sewer System (MS4) permit requirements in effect for theR&gien Quality

Control Board (RWQCB) at the time of grading permit to control discharges of sediments and other
pollutants during operations of tReoject

Mitigation Measures

No mitigation measures related to hydrology and water qualityrageiired.

Sources

Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA2). National Flood Hazard Layer (NFHL)
Viewer. Map #06037CB75F. Available at:
https://msc.fema.gov/arcgis/rest/directories/arcgisjobs/nfhl_print/mscprintb_gpserver/j299a67
263b93496db1b7e5a6b3385648/scratch/FIRMETTE_b55c634fD -459b-8eda-
e45c¢330efd55.pdf

Preliminary Hydrology Stud2022. Prepared byC&V Consulting In@ppendixH).

Preliminary Low Impact Development Plan22B2epared byC&V Consulting, I@&ppendixl).
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Potentially Less Than LessThan No
Significant Significant  Significant Impact
Impact with Impact
Mitigation
Incorporated

11. LAND USE ANPLANNINGWould

the Project
a) Physically divide an established community O] O O X
b) Cause a significamnvironmental impact due ] ] X ]

to a conflicwith any land use plan, policy, or
regulation adopted for the purpose of avoiding
or mitigating an environmental effect?

a) Physically divide an establishedammunity?

No Impact.The physical division of an established community could occur if a major road were built
through an established community or neighborhood, or if a major development was built which was
inconsistent with the land uses in the community such that it ldevesedrhunity. The environmental
effects caused by such could include lack of a, or disruption of, access to services, schools, or
shopping areas. It could also include the creation of blighted buildings or areas due to the division
of the community.

TheProjectsite is currentlyacant and undevelopeaind is surrounded by a roadway to the south
followed by singlefamily residential development and a chu®BE powerlinga plant nursery
and Walnut Grove Avenue followed by singlmily residential to He west,singlefamily
residential andh plant nursery to the north, and sinfdeily residentiato the eastThe proposed
Projectwould develop the site to provid¥ two-story dwelling unitehich are consistent with the
existing resideral developmento theeastand south of the sitecrossMission Driverlherefore,
the change of thé@rojectsite fromvacant and undeveloped teesidential would not physically
divide an established community. In additionPtbgectvould not change roadways, or install any
infrastructure that would result in a physical division. Thus, the prBpojgetvould not result in
impacts related t@hysical division of an established commuanity no impact would result

b) Cause a significant environmental impact due to a conflict with any land use plan, policy,
or regulation adopted for the purpose of avoiding or mitigating an environmental effect?

Less Than Significant ImpacfAs described previously, th&ojectsite is located adjacent to
Mission Drivaesidential developmerd, plant nurseryand a churchTheProjectwould develop
the Projectite to provide37 newtwo-storydwelling unitsvhich would be similar to the residential
uses that are located adjacent tnd across the street frahe site

General Plan

As the site is within an area developed with sifayialy residences, the site has a General Plan
land usedesignation of Lw Density ResidentidlheLowv Density ResidentiEnd use designation
ischaracterized by lovdensity rasidential neighborhoods consisting primarily of detached single
family dwelling on individual lotwith a maximum permitted density7 dwelling units per acre.

The proposedProjectincludes a General Plan Amendment to change the land use designation of
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the site taMedium Density Residential that alleywso 12 dwelling units per acr&éhe General

Plan Land Use Element states tlebtdium Density Residentaid useallows for housing types

such as singkamily detached homes on smaller lots, duplexes, and attachedAartiteProject

would developgwo-story dwelling unitisn theMedium Density Residentialsignation at a density

of 11 dwelling units per acre, it would be consistent with the proposed land use designations, and
the proposed change in land uses would be less than significaddition, théProjectcomplies

with the policies setforthime Ci t yd6s Gener al -Ebebbw. as shown i

TableLU1: ProjectConsistency with General Plan Policies

Cityds General Pl 4d

ProjectConsistency

Policy 1.4 Through the Conditional Use Permit pro
Design Review processsidential design guidelines,
zoning enforcement, regulate new and large reside
structures that compromise neighborhood quality

Consistent. The Project has been designed to b
consi stent with the Cili
reviewed by the @iy 6 s pl anning d
development standardsave been met.

Policy 1.5 Require that new singlamily residential
construction, additions, and renovations be designg
protect the privacy of adjacent residential propert
and thequality of established neighborhoods.

Consistent.As mentioned above, tHerojecthas been
designedt o be consistent Wi
standards and revi ewed
department to ensure development standards have |
met.

Policy 1.6: Where the housing stock and neighborh
design are of high quality, maintain and provide

foundation for strong neighborhood interaction,

ensure that the bulk and mass of new sifagigly
residential buildings or additions be of the sanadesas
surrounding units  within  established reside
neighborhoods.

Consistent The proposedProjectwould develop an
underutilized parcel and develop 3Wo-story dwelling
units that would be similar in size and scale to
surrounding residences.

Policy 1.7: Foster housing stock and neighborh
revitalization, renovation, and good site/architecty
design.

Consistent. The Projectwould develop 37two-story
dwelling unitsthat would have a Spanish Colonial
Hacienda architectural style.

Policy 1.8: Require that new singfamily units utiliz¢
detailed architectural articulations to promote the vi
character of neighborhoods and comply with
adopted single family design guidelines.

Consistent. As discussed above, theroject would
include Spanish Colonial and Hacienda architec
styles.Six color schemes would be utilized which ing
shades of grey, blue, and browithe Projectwould

comply with the Cityods

Zoning

TheProjectsite is currently zoned &l Sirgle-Family Residentiahnd theProjectwould change
t he si t e dR1lSngearamiygRedidentainP-D Planned Developmetd allow for the
development of thewelling units.

TheP-D zonedoes not have a maximum building hesyid does not have &ont or side setback
when adjoiningesidential, though & ft or 10% of lot widthsetback is required. When adjoining
residentialthere is a5 ft or 10% of lot widthfront setbackand theProjectis required to adopt
the side setback of theone it is abuttingAsdescribed previouslyn Table AES, the proposed
Projectmees or iswithinthe P-D zoning requirements for building heights and setbacks.

Regarding lot size and coverage, tR® zone allows a minimum lot argeoneacre and maximum
densityof 12 dwelling units per acréds shown in Table AESthe Project site is 3.38 net acres
which exceeds the net acre minimlime. Project proposes to have a density of 11 dwelling units
per acre which is less than the maxinTumstheProjectite and proposeérojectvould meet the

P-D lot size and coverage standardsiereforethe proposedProjectwould not conflict with any
applicable zoning regulations adopted for the purpose of avoidingitigating an environmental
effect, and impacts would be less than significant
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Existing Plans, Programs, or Policies

There are no impact reducing Plans, Programs, or Policies related to land use and planning that are
applicable to theProject

Mitigation Measures

No mitigation measures related to land use and planning are required.

Sources

City of Rosemead Municipal Code Avalilable:
https://library.municode.com/ca/rosemead/codes/code_of ordinances?nodeld=CD_ORD_TIT13
PUSE_CH13.16STWAMA 13.16.010DE

City of Rosemead General Plan. Available: https://cdn5
hosted.civiclive.com/UserFiles/Servers/Server_1003499ov/City%20Departments/Com
munity%20Development/Planning/Rosemead.pdf
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Potentially Less Than LessThan No
Significant  Significant ~ Significant Impact

Impact with Impact
Mitigation
Incorporated
12. MINERAL RESOURC#Suld the
Project
a) Result in the loss of availability of a known ] ] (] X
mineral resource that would be of value to the
region and the residents of the state?
b) Result in the loss of availability of a locally ] ] (] X

important mineral resource recovery site
delineated on a local gneral plan, specific plan
or other land use plan?

a) Result in the loss of availability of a known mineral resource that would be of value to the
region and the residents of the state?

No Impact.According to the Special Report 209 from the California Geological Survey, the City
of Rosemeads not includedh a list of lead agencies in the San Gabriel Valle€ Region with
active mine operations, designated lands, or lands classified as Mineral Resource Zor&) 2 (MRZ
within its jurisdiction (CGS 2010herefore, development of the site would not restitta loss of
availability of a known mineral resource that would be of value to the region and the residents of
the state. No impact would occur.

b) Result in the loss of availability of a locallyimportant mineral resource recovery site
delineated on the gneral plan, specific plan or other land use plan?

No Impact.As described above, therojectsite is not located within a region of known mineral
significanceThe site has a General Plan designatiobaf Density Residentiglin an urbarand
developed area, and does notsupport mineral extraction activities onsiféherefore,
implementation of therojectvould not result in the loss of locally important mineral resources, and
impacts would not occur.

Existing Plans, Programs, dtolicies

There are no impact reducing Plans, Programs, or Policies related to mineral resources that are
applicable to theProject

Mitigation Measures

No mitigation measures related to mineral resources are required.

Sources

CaliforniaGeological SurveyCGS 2010) Special Repoi209, Update of Mineral Land
Classification for Portland Cement Conef&atede Aggregate in the San Gabriel Valley
ProductiorConsumption Region, Los Angeles County, California, 2010
https://maps.conservation.gav/cgs/informationwarehouse/index.html?map=mlc
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Potentially Less Than LessThan No
Significant Significant  Significant Impact
Impact with Impact
Mitigation
Incorporated

13. NOISEWwould theProjectresult in:

a) Generation ofa substantial temporary or O O ( ]
permanent increase in ambiewtse levels in

the vicinity of thé’rojectin excess of standards

established in the local general plan or noise

ordinance, or applicable standards of other

agencies?

b) Generation of excessive groundborne ] X ] ]
vibration or groundborne noise levels?

¢) For aProjectiocated withirthe vicinity of a O O O X
private airstrip oran airport land use plan or,

where such a plan has not been adopted, wit

two miles of a public airport or public use

airport, would theProjectexpose people

residing or working in therojectarea to

excessive noise levels?

The discussion below is based on the NwideVibrationimpact Analysis prepared bySA Inc.
(Noise2022) (AppendixJ).

Noise Element of the General Plan

The City of Rosemead General Plan addresses noise in its Noise Element (General Plan 2010). The
Noise Element contains goals and policies for noise control and abatement in the City. General noise
goals for Rosemead aim to attain a healthier and quietesirenment for all citizens while
maintaining a reasonable level of economic progress and development. The City, consistent with the
California Office of Planning and Research, has established land use compatibility guidelines for
determining acceptable rsa levels for specified land uses as shown in T&bleThese land use
compatibility guidelines are intended to be an advisory resource when considering changes in land
use and policies, such as zoning modifications. The Issues, Goals, and Polidies disewel

| mpl ementati on Actions in the Cityods Gener al
compatible land use relationships by establishing noise standards utilized for design and siting
purposes and minimize noise impacts from significaetgeoierators. The following goals and
policies are applicable to the proposé&itoject

Goal 1 Effective incorporation of noise considerations into land use planning decisions.

1 Policy 1.1 Ensure compliance with standards for interioreaerior noise established
within the Noise Element and Zoning Code.

1 Policy 1.4:Encourage acoustical design in new construction

1 Policy 15: Require sound walis be constructed in designated mixesk districts where
noisesensitive land uses doxated on adjacent properties.
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Goal 3: Effective implementation of measures to contrelransportatiomoise impacts.

1 Action 1.2:Incorporate noise reduction features during site planning to mitigate anticipated
noise impacts on affected noise sesgsiand uses. The noise contours, illustrated on the
Existing Noise Contours Map, identify areas within the City exposed to noise levels greater
than 60dB CNEL and shall be used to identify locations of potential conflict. Require
acoustical analyses, appropriate, for proposed residential development within the 60 dB
CNEL or higher contour. New developments will be permitted only if appropriate mitigation
measures are included.

1 Action 13: Enforce provisions of the California Noise Insulation Standattds24) that
specify that indoor noise levels for mfalthily residential living spaces shall not exceed 45
dB CNEL. The standard is defined as the combined effect of all noise sources, and is
implemented when existing or future exterior noise lexeklsed 60 dB CNEL. Title 24
further requires that the standard be applied to all new hotels, motels, apartment houses,
and dwellings other than detached sinfgimily dwellings. The City will additionally apply
the standard to singiamily dwellings and ecalominium conversierojecs.

Table N1: Municipal Code Exterior Permitted Noise Levels
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Community Noise Exposure (Ldn or CNEL)

Land Use 55 60 65 70 75 50

Residential

Transient Lodging - Motel,
Hotel

Schools, Libraries, Churches,
Hospitals, Nursing Homes

Auditonnums, Concert Halls,
Aaphitheaters!

Sports Arena, Outdoor Spectator

Spullz.L

Playgrounds, Parks

Colf Course, Riding Stables,
Water Recreation, Cemeteries

Office Buildings, Business
Commercial, and Professional

Industrial, Manufacturing,
Utilities, Agriculture

Source: Modified by Cotton/Bridges/Associates from 1998 State of Calitornia General Plan G
Normally Acceptable: Specified land use is satisfactory, based upon the assumption that any

buildings involved meet conventional Title 24 construction standards. No special noise
insulation requirements.

Conditionally Acceptable: New construction or development shall be undertaken only after a
detailed noise analysis is made and noise reduction measures are identified and included in the
project design.

Normally Unacceptable: New construction or development is discouraged. I new construction
is proposed, a detailed analysis is required, noise reduction measures must be identified, and
noise insulation features included in the design.

. Clearly Unacceptable: New construction or development clearly should not be undertaken.

Source: General Plan, 2010.

Municipal Code

Chapter8 . 36. 030 of the Cityds Municipal Code | i
between the hours of 7:00 a.m. and 8:00 p.m. on weekdays, including Saturday. Construction
activities should not take place at any time on Sunday or a federal holidgyerson shall operate

or allow the operation of any tools or equipment used in construction, drilling, repair, or alteration

or demolition work outside of these hours to prevent noise disturbances.

Chapter8. 36. 060 of t he Ci Stgndasds,datablished lipit onindustye , NoO i
noise where no person shall maintain, create, operate, or cause noise on private property to not
exceed the noise standards shown in Table D. The standards dreablepto all receptor
propertieswithin a designated noise zone. This section also establishes an allowable interior noise
level of 45 dBA at all residential receptors during anytime of the day.
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Table N2: Municipal Code Exterior Permitted Noitevels

Noise Zone Type of Land Use Time Interval Allowable Exterior Noise
(Receptor Property) Level (dBA)
I Single, double or Daytime 60
multiple family residential Nighttime 45
Il Commercial Daytime 65
Nighttime 60
I Industrial omanufacturing Anytime 70

Source: Noise and Vibration Ana

ysis, 2022 (Apped)dix

Federal Transit Administration
The construction noise threshold Tn@nsit Noise and Vibration Impact Asseq2E8), identifies
a significant construction noise impact if construction noise dkeettdssholdexceed the dBA

in Table N3 at the nearby sensitive receivéesg, residential, etc.)

Table N3: Municipal Code Exterior Permitted Noise Levels

Lard Use Daytime 1hour Leq (dBA) Nighttime 1-hour Leq (dBA)
Residential 90 80
Commercial 100 100

Industrial 100 100

Source: Noise and Vibration Analysis, 2022 (Appeddix

Vibrationstandardsncluded in the FTA manual are used in this analysis for groumalvibration

impacts on human annoyance and potential dameaade F provides the criteria for assessing the

potential for interference or annoyance from vibration levels in a buildiegcriteria for

annoyance impacts resulting from greboche vibration and noise are based on the average
vibration levels during construction. Tabk provides the criteria for assessing the potential for

damage from vibration levels generated duringisiouction to surrounding structurable N5
below states the construction vibration damage criteria from the FTA.

Table N4: Interpretation of Vibration Criteria for Detailed Analysis

Land Use

Max Lv (VdB)

Description of Use

Workshop

90

Vibration that is distinctly fel
Appropriate for workshops an
similar areas not as sensitive
vibration

Office

84

Vibration can be felt. Appropriate
for offices and similar areas not 3
sensitive to vibration.

Residential Day

78

Vibration that is beely felt.
Adequate for computer equipme
and lowpower optical microscopes

Residential Night and Operatin
Rooms

72

Vibration is not felt, but grounc
borne noise may be audib inside
quiet rooms. Suitable famedium
power microscopes and oth
equipmat of low sensitivity.

Source: Noise and Vibration Analysis, 2022 (Appeddix

Table N5: Construction Vibration Damage Criteria

Building Category

PPV (in/sec)

Reinforced concrete, steel, or timber (no plaster

0.50
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Engineered concrete anagasonry (no plaster) 0.30
Nonengineered timber and masonry buildings 0.20
Buildings extremely susceptible to vibration dama 0.12

Source: Noise and Vibration Analysis, 2022 (Appeddix

Existing Noise Levels

As detailed in thé&loiseand Vibration ImpacAnalysigAppendixF), to identify the existing ambient

noise level environmemiyo 24-hour noise level measuremesmsl one shotterm noise level
measurement were takenthe Projectsite (shown on Figu@ betweenJune 21 2022 and June

22, 2022. Themeasured sound levels in dBA have been used to calculate the minimum and maximum
Leq averaged over dhour intervals. Table-Blalso shows thigourly noise leve(seq and daily

noise level§CNE), based on the entire measuremtmte As shownn Table N6, existingnoise

levels on thérojectsite range fronb0.6 to 57.0 dBA CNEL
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Table N6: Summary of 24Hour Ambient Noise Level Measurements

Location Site Description| Daytime Noise | Evening Noise | Nighttime Noise| Average Daily
Levels (dBA &) Levels Levels(dBA &) Noise Levels
(dBA leg) (dBA CNEL)

LT1 Southeastern 50.9-62.5 49.2-56.1 42.6-52.1 57.0
corner ofProject

site, on a fence
along the
backyard of
8623 Mission
Drive.

LTF2 Western corner|  47.6-59.8 45.4-54.3 41.9-50.7 55.2
of Projectsite,
bordering a
power line near
a fence next to
a power line
tower.
STF1 Northeast corne| 43.0-55.2 40.8-49.7 37.346.1 50.6
of Projectsite,
south of 8612

Zerelda Street.
Source: Noisand Vibration Analysis, 2022 (Appendix

a) Generation of a substantial temporary or permanent increase in ambient noise levels in the
vicinity of the Projectin excess of standards established in the local general plan or noise
ordinance, or applicable standards of other agencies?

Less than Signifantwith Mitigation Incorporated

Construction

The construction activities for the propoBemjectare anticipated to include demolitiari the
partially paved driveway site preparation grading, building construction, pavingnd
architectural coatingConstruction of the proposBdojectwouldoccur over a 11-month period.
Noise impacts from construction activities associated with the prBpggetvould be a function
of the noise generated by construction equipment, equipotatibn, sensitivity of nearby land
uses, and the timing and duration of the construction actNiiss. levels generated by heavy
construction equipmerdve the potential toange fromapproximately73 dBA t095 dBAat 50
feet in distanceas shown on Table' N
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Figure9: Noise Measurement Locations
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https://dq.cde.ca.gov/dataquest/dataquest.asp
https://library.municode.com/ca/rosemead/codes/code_of_ordinances?nodeId=CD_ORD_TIT13PUSE_CH13.16STWAMA_13.16.010DE
https://library.municode.com/ca/rosemead/codes/code_of_ordinances?nodeId=CD_ORD_TIT13PUSE_CH13.16STWAMA_13.16.010DE
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